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LONDON, MAY 7, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘WE prrnt elsewhere an order of the Lord Chancellor authorizing 
the Paymaster-General to signify his assent to the conversion into 
India 84 per cent. stock (in accordance with the recent notice of the 

of State for India) of all India 4 per cent. stock which on 
the 1st of June next shall be standing to his account on behalf of 
the Supreme Court. 





We unpznstanp that the amount proposed to be expended by the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society on the entertainments to 
be given by them in June next is about £5,000, and that the 
number of tickets taken for the theatres is about fourteen hundred. 





Ir sexrms ProzaBre that the authority which may have first 
suggested the Government's offer to consent to a prosecution being 
instituted by the Attorney-General against the Times for the 
article on Mr. Ditzon is the passage in May’s Parliamentary 
Practice (7th ed., p. 96) thet *“‘on some ogcasions the House 
has directed prosecutions against persons who have pub- 


lished libels reflecting upon members, in the same manner 
as if the 
reference 
two cases to which a reference is given in the foot-note bear 
out the statement in the text. The first of them occurred in 1699, 
when “‘a complaint was made to the House of a pes i paper. 
one of which was presented to the House, and read at 

subscribed by Enwanrp Sreruens, containing high reflections upon 
the honour of this House in general, and in particular upon Mr. Jonw 
How, a member thereof. Resolved nem. con. that the said paper 
is a false and scandalous libel; ordered that Mr. Attorney-General 
do prosecute the said Enwarp Srepmeys for the said false and 
seandalous libel” (13 Com. J. 230). Amd a committee was 
appointed “to inquire after the printer of the said falee and 
scandalous libel, and to report the same to the House.” The 
second case cecurred in 1702, when the A’ -~General was 


directed to prosecute Mr. Lxorn, the Bishop of Woxcesrer’s son, |i 


for “ grievous aspersions"’ against Sir Jonw Pacxreton, ia 


telling | 
several freehelders that he “voted for bringing in a French | wi 


Government.”’ 





TuEre was a valuable discussion at the meeting of the Incor- 


porated Law fociety last week on the present 

of writs, based on a paper by Mr. F. K. Monro 
meeting of the society in 1882, which differs many of the 
provincial meeting essays in being not only full of information, but 
also interesting and amusing, oa practi su ve. Hence, 
no doubt, its unparalleled vitality. Mey we venture to point the 
moral for the benefit of the Jubilee eseayists, to whose lucubrations 
80 many country solicitors are looking with interest, 


of 


execution 
read at the Hull |: 


the present abuses and 
productive of more val 
the Law Institutions 





first discussion by a law 


We neport elsewhere the results of the 


ion. But it appears 
for such a discussion. ‘There is, or jis | 
agreement among the lay public in favour of 
tion of title; the large landowners (or thei 
House of Lords) appear to be at one 
on this subject; the leaders of legal 
the Houses. of Parliament 
and, this being so, it cam 


ublications had affected the House collectively.” On | regist: 
the Commons Journals it will be found that the |: 
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compulsory ay a cg 
debtors, being traders, and their creditors. — 
such deeds, whether by way of nt 
torship, shall be registered in the 

Central Office of the Supreme 

tion by the debtor or a ome 


On registration, a true copy 0 
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nventory thereto annexed or therein referred to, is to be filed, in 
im the case of a bill of sale, together with an 


r as 
the time of such execution, and a description of the 
the debtor. The Bill also contains 


of 

; to be kept containing an abstract of the 

contents of every deed registered he the inspection of this register 

ae te eemctanien of particulars to the county 

of the’ district where the debtor resides or carries on business. 

is also a proposal (clause 11) that, where a deed of arrange- 
ak 





been aes, and the debtor afterwards obtains 

, to the extent of £20 or upwards from any person within two 
from the date of the without informing such n of 
of the deed, he shall be guilty of a mis- 

Bod saath -oh Debtors f. gen We have never con- 

«d our preference for a system that would invite registration by 
yering an overwhelming majority in number and value of 
ors to bind an insigni minority to a reasonable arrange- 
but we are ready to admit that the mind of the general 
is scarcely open to allow so serious an inroad on the principles 
present Bankruptcy Act, whilst there is undoubtedly a 
strong feeling in favour of compelling the publication of arrange- 
ments entered into by debtors with their creditors outside the 
provisions of the Act. But, seeing that the arrangement clauses of 
Act have proved a failure, we ry My ip sn that the enact- 
system of registration o' ill ultimately lead to 

the adoption of the principle we have all along advocated, as it 
is very clear that something must be found to take the place of the 
abortive system of arrangements provided by the Act. We do not, 
therefore, see anything to be gained by the limitation of the pro- 
posal of the Bill to trader debtors, thus reintroducing the distine- 
tion abolished the Bankruptcy Act; nor, in view of the fact 
that unregi deeds are to be wholly void, can we approve of 
the penal proposal of ciause 11. Of the other provisions, however, 
we can express a general approval—not by any means as a probable 
settlement of the question, but merely as a stepping-stone on the 
way to some settlement. But it is not unlikely that creditors, when 
they understand that the effect of the Bill will be to expose them- 


the columns of certain trade journals, may not be quite so fayour- 
able to the proposal. 


[ 








We cnzontcrz elsewhere the death of Mr. Jostax W. Smurn, 
Q.C., a learned ex-judge who was for many years the Matis 
court bench. Like the lamented Vice-Chancellor, 
he was a very learned lawyer, but very impatient of that 
deference to legislation and to the decisions of the 
(so-called) superior courts which a superstitious profession 
usually expects of a judge. As he expressed it in the draft 
of an “Act for giving greater effect to the true principles 
of judicial decisions” which he promulgated in 1877, and de- 
sired to be “made public throughout the length and breadth 
of the land,” “all cases in litigation, other than cases of con- 
struction,” should, ‘“‘in the discretion and to the best of the 
t of the judge or judges deciding the same, be decided, 
as may according to Justice, Moral Right, and Public 
og ingly, the learned judge for many years pursued 
judicial way guided by these admirable principles. But from 
to time he found a grievous stumbling block in the shape of 
he called the ‘‘court above,” which obstinately refused to 
‘justice, moral right, and public policy,” as interpre- 
ted by him, as a proper ground of decision. The resources of 
ion, however, were not exhausted, and by means of “a 
form of reply” refusing applications for leave to 
sought to remove the stumbling block out of the way. 
But in 1878 the use of this stereotyped form, together with some 
observations which he made contemplating the possibility of the 
** court above” deciding ‘‘ contrary to justice and common sense,” 
drew down him the thunder of the Queen’s Bench Division, 


Lae 


‘ 


tiEy 


He 


and one he retired fromthe bench. Peace be to his 
! meant to do even-handed justice, and we have always 
doubted whether the Queen’s Bench Division treated him quite 

i fairly. The result of his ‘stereotyped form of reply” was to 
es prevent the successful suitors in his courts from being harassed by 
hee ee oe of very smal] pecuniary value, and we are not 





THE INCIDENCE OF ADMINISTRATION COSTS. 
II. 


We saw last week that the administration costs falling on the 
residuary personal estate include the costs of construing the will 
and the costs of ascertaining the persons entitled under the will. 
We have now to consider what those costs do not include, and 
upon some parts of this branch of our subject it is by no means 
easy to extract from the cases definite rules of practical value. 

(5) The administration costs falling on the residuary personal 
estate do not include :— 

(a) The costs of determining questions arising with regard to, and 
relating eaclusively to, a legacy or trust fund o fter it has been “‘ severed 
From the bulk of the estate.” Such costs will fall on the legacy or 
trust fund exclusively (Jenour v. Jenour, 1805, 10 Ves. 562, 571 
Wileon v. Squire, 1842, 13 Sim., at p. 213; Martineau v. Rogers, 
1856, 8 De G. M. & G. 328). ‘ As to the costs,” said Lord Eldon 
in Jenour v. Jenour, *‘ there is a distinction between this and the 
ordinary case of costs out of the estate ; for, though it is true that 
rule prevails where a question arises between the individual and 
the person taking the bulk of the estate, how far the bulk of the 
estate is to answer for a legacy, a sum of money, or a portion; yet, 
if there is no question between the latter and persons claiming 
against him the bulk of the estate; but after he has paid out of 
the bulk, and-done all that is incumbent upon him, a question 
arises as to the interest in that property, clearly severed from the 
bulk, the expense of questions touching that fund ought to be 
thrown upon the fund itself” (10 Ves., at p. 571). 

But, in order that this rule may apply : 

(1) The legacy or fund must be clearly severed from the bulk of 
the estate. The meaning of the rule has been said to be that, ‘‘ if the 
executors, admitting the legacy to be payable, sever it from the 
estate, and a dispute afterwards arises between the persons to 
whom, or some of whom, the legacy belongs, and the court has to 
decide to whom it belongs, there the particular fund bears the 
costs; but, if the dispute arises between the persons claiming the 
legacy and those claiming the estate or residue, whether the legacy 
is payable or not, that cannot be the case of a severance in the 
sense in which the rule applies,” because there, until the question 
is determined whether the legacy is payable, it is not severed from 
the estate ; the executors have kept it under their control for the 
purpose of having the point decided (Attorney-General v. Lawes, 





1849, 8 Hare, 32, 43). It follows that the mere fact that the 
particular amount of a legacy has been paid into a par- 
ticular bank, or placed in certain custody or carried to a 
particular account until the question of the ownership is 
decided, does not per se take the case out of the ordinary rule 
(Attorney-General v. Lawes). Thus, in Dugdale v. dale 
(1849, 12 Beav. 247), although a legacy for a class of next of kin 
directed to be raised out of the real estate had been raised and 
carried to a separate account in the suit, costs afterwards incurred 
in ascertaining the class were ordered to be paid out of the general 
estate. 

The test seems to be, have the executors, as such, lost all 
dominion over the legacy or trust fund? If they have not, the 
rule doesnot apply. Where, for instance, a testator bequeathed a 
fund to trustees on trust, to pay the interest to a tenant for life, 
without any bequest of the corpus, or with a bequest thereof of 
doubtful validity, so that the corpus might ultimately become part 
of the residuary estate, the corpus of the fund will be regarded as 
assets of the testator’s estate unadministered, ultra the life estate, 


and the costs of a suit to determine the construction or validity: 


of the gift will fall on the residuary estate (Pennington v. 
Buckley, 1848, 6 Hare, 451). ‘‘The payment of a legacy while 
debts are unpaid,”’ said Wigram, V.C., in that case, ‘may furnish 
a just inference that there are assets to pay debts. But the 
transfer of the stocks by [the executrix] to the trustees furnished 
no inference that the residue of the stocks might not be wanted 
for purposes having priority over the claims of the residuary 
legatees. Something more, therefore, as it appears to me, was 
wanted the day after the transfer to entitle the residuary legatees 
to say that this portion of the testator’s estate was so completely 
administered and separated from the testator’s general estate, and 





transferred to themselves, that the personal representative of the 
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original testator had lost all dominion over it. The case is the 
Se OE A ene a tik aad os 
to provide for an annuity for life, and no su ent dispositi 

me REE Soe 


| ag a make the trustees of it trustees for the next of kin or 
e 


not.” 

It is, of course, clear that, after a trust fund has been actually 
placed in the hands of the trustees thereof by the executore— 
such trustees being different s from the executors—it is 
to be considered as severed from the bulk of the estate, so as to 
make the rule we are now considering see the decree 
in Jenour v. Jenour, 10 Ves., at p. 578). ° The 
where the executors are themselves also the trustees of the fund. 
Will their assent to the trust bequest’ (whereupon 
become trustees: Diz v. Burford, 1854, 19 Beav. 409) constitute 
such a severance of the trust fund as to make the rule as to costs 
apply? In Die v. Burford it was laid down that “ the moment 
the executors assented to the bequest [of £400 to themselves in 
trust] they became trustees for their cestuis gue trust ; the £400 


then ceased to be part of the testator’s assets, and it became a trust |. 


fund for the benedit of the plaintiff for life, and afterwards for his 
children, and the executors became mere trustees for them of that 
fund.” It would seem, therefore, that, on principle, the assent of 
the executor to a bequest to himself in trust would be a sufficient 
severance to throw costs subsequently arising, with regard to 
questions relating exclusively to the trust fund, upon such fund ; 
but we have not been able to discover any reported authority upon 
the question. And, considering the comparatively slight cireum- 
stances from which an assent by the executors to hold as trustees 
may be implied, it may perhaps be doubted whether an implied 
assent would be held to constitute a sufficient severance for the 
purposes of the rule as to costs which we are now considering. 
This is a point of considerable practical importance, and, consider- 
ing the frequency with which the question must have arisen, it is 
surprising that (so far as we can discover) it is not covered by 
authority. 

It is to be observed that, in the reported cases in which a legacy 
or trust fund has been held to be severed from the bulk of the 
testator’s estate for the purposes of the rule as to costs, a con- 
siderable period had elapsed since the testator’s death. Thus, in 
Jenour v. Jenour (ubi supra) the trust fund had been for seventeen 
years out of the hands of the executor (see 10 Ves., at p. 573); 
in King v. Taylor (1801, 5 Ves. 809) part of the legacy had been 
paid over to the legatee five or six years before the hearing; and 
in Martineau v. Rogers (ubi supra), also, about eight years had 
elapsed from the testator’s death until the hearing of the case. 
Some stress appears to have been laid on this circumstance in 
Jenour v. Jenour (ubi supra), but it is considered that it is really 
immaterial ; the only question is, Have the executors, as such, 
lost all dominion over the fund ? 

(2) The question with regard to which the costs are incurred 
must relate exclusively to the interest in, or ownership of, the legacy 
or trust fund ; it must not be a question between the person claiming 
such legacy or trust fund and the persons claiming the bulk of the 
estate as to the amount of the legacy or trust fund, or as to whether 
it is payable at all (Jenowr v. Jenour, ubi supra, p. 572; Hill v. 
Rattey, 1862, 2 J. & H. 634, 647). The practical test appears 
to be: Does the question affect in any way the residuary legatee ? 
if it does, the costs will be payable out of the residue. 

Shadwell, V.C., added another qualification—viz., that if the 
question arose as to the construction of the bequest of the 
or trust fund, the costs must be borne the residue. 


laid it down, in Wilson v. cap (ubi supra), that, ‘“‘if | the 


a fund is separated from the bulk of the testator’s estate, and 
then a question arises about it, the fund pays the costs. But if 
the question is who is entitled to the fund in the first instance, 
that question is raised by the testator himself, and his estate must 
bear the costs; for a testator’s estate bears the costs of all the 
questions that arise on his will respecting it.” It is submitted, 
however, that this is no longer law, and that, if a legacy or trust 
fund has been severed as above described, it is immaterial that the 
question with regard to which the costs are incurred is occasioned 
by the ambiguity of the testator’s will. Both in Jenour v. Jenour 
(ubi suprd) and Martineau v. Rogers (ubi suprd) the questions 
decided were on the construction of the will. 
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mistakes made by licensed surveyors during the first five years of 


the South Australian Registry. They are in a return to the 
Legislature of that colony made in 1864 (Papers—House of 
Assembly—Return, vol. 3, 1864, p. “ye They include specimens 
of every error that can be imagined almost. All these mistakes 
were found out and corrected before any harm came of them. 

These Australian reports and returns throw a curious light on 
the subject in various = In England it is a commonplace to 
say that the te 4" deli a A. - 

tly simplified in Australia uniform Colonial Govern- 
ery Rrra. nee Fs: existed in i ipoctingsrtrd of our defective 
and irregular tithe and other maps (the report of Mr. O. Morgan’s 
Committee, 1879, p. 5, is very great on this). In the Colonies 
themselves it is an equally common remark that the registered 
descriptions will never be satisfactory until something like the 
excellent English tithe mape are constructed to supersede the 
grossly inaccurate Government surveys — Australia—Parlia- 
mentary Papers, 1861, vol. 3, No. 192, 18, for one out of 
many references that might be given). 


If the insurance ee re ice as to 
render the registration of absolute titles as as acceptance 
of titles on sales by ordi purchusers, and also the i on 
of boundaries and their subsequent and teration, 


expense, it will, no 
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bought, and that, however may be in Australia 

receive only a certainty of money in case of loss, yet 
that in England something more than will be required to 
meet the necessities of the case. This objection is a weighty 
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bat there are considerations which enable it to be answered 


some conaeree Let us divide the ible sources 
of crror, as we before, into (1) first registrations, and (2) 
registered dealings. In first registrations it is tolerably clear that 
neither a whole estate, nor any material part of it, could be regis- 
tered wrong without fraud. Now careful inquiry has shewn that 
even the slight degree of publicity created by deed registries has 
sufficed to exclude fraud entirely from the counties of Middlesex 
and York; therefore, it may be expected that the considerably 
icity attending all applications for first registration 
will, exclude it also. Passing from fraud to mistake, the only 
mistakes ible will be from dormant claims—a risk which 
(judgi the common conditions of sale now submitted to) 
are. now content to run, even without an insurance 
and small errors as to boundaries which the ordinary pur- 
chaser, again, is usually content to buy in the auction room subject 
to a condition. making them matter of compensation merely. At 
any rate, as a wide tion in the matter will probably be given 
to the board, it will not be diffieult to correct any tendency to 
indulgence as soon as its effects are complained of. 
Secondly, as to the probability of errors in registered dealings. If 
the Australian practice is copied in this matter, which by all 
ts. is quite facile enough for business purposes, we may 
expect to no more from fraud or error than the Australians 
=e hitherto done. Now the Australian statistics give ry instance 
@ registered purchaser yet losing the substance of his pur- 
chase ; and, as to mistakes in details, the figures given in our last 
issue but one shew that the extent of the risk incurred by a purchaser 
to accept money compensation only as to a portion of 

the purchased has hitherto been somewhere about y,as53. 


V.—Tae Lanp Transrer Boarp. 


Besides adding to the Land Transfer Act of 1875 the three im- 

ical features of (1) compulsion, (2) confirmation of 

titles and boundaries, and (3) an insurance fund, the present Bill 

makes (4). an administrative change. The present office of land 

istry is ‘‘ conducted by a registrar appointed by the Lord Chan- 

» With sueh number of officers as the Lord Chancellor (with 

the concurrence of the Treasury as te number) may from time to 

time int,”’—such registrar being a barrister of ten years’ stand- 

ing, the. assistant registrar being a barrister or solicitor or 

cenveyancer of five years’ standing (section 106 of the 

Act of 1875), thus ically exeluding all but professional 

lawyers from influential posts. The new Land Transfer Board will 

consist “ofa registrar-general, a chicf examiner of titles, and an 

assistant —, appointed by the Lord Chancellor” (Bill, 
clause 1). is no 


provision for increasing the numbers of 


the board, nor is any qualification expressly required 
for ip, or in for either of the three named posts. 
The prefixed to the Bill also definitely states that 


Now, although the terms ve ra pa sor nay have created in 
some quarters, an impression. professional lawyer will have 
but a small voice in the deliberations of the board, yet, when the 


provisions of the Bill are considered, it would seem more probable 
that he. would have a good working majority of two to one; and 
that the new, beard, will differ but little from the old staff. For 
the old steff practically consisted of the registrar and assistant 
registrar, with the advice, on conveyaacing matters, of either one 


i 


examiners of title ; the now board will consist 
i of titles, who obviously must. be an ex- 
of i and his assistant, of 
is unlikely both will be laymen. Still the 
should be observed. that casting vote on the board (on 
much that is of to persons transacting business 
land will depend), will be determined according as it is 
porn Sp ce hy agua both the registrar and his assistant, 
or one of them, from persons unacquainted with conveyancing 
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the Act of 1875. and the present Bill contain provisions for 
establishing local registries and delegating duties to local officials. 


‘We have’ now passed in review. what we believe to be the most 
important practical points in the Bill. We have avoided dwelling 
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- | change for India 





insidental matters, in which it has appeared to some that the | shillings per centum stock. certificates 


framers of the Bill have failed to express their intentions, or have 
omitted to make necessary provisions; because, if this be so, the 
defects will no doubt be remedied by those charged with the eon- 
duct of the measure directly their attention is called to them. Our 
object has been different. It has been to try and lay before our 
readers the broad effect of the proposals now intended te be made, 
on the assumption that they will in the end be expressed with 
accuracy and completeness, and will be enacted by the Legislature. 

We understand th.t the Council of the Incorporated Law Seciety 
and the Bar Committee have both been requested by the Lord 
Chancellor te report upon the Bill, and that remarks and su 
tions from individual conveyancers have also been invited. It is 
possible that both the Bill and the Land Transfer Act of 1875, 
which it enforces, may receive much alteration in the passage of 
the measure through Parliament. Further, there are the rules still 
to be published, on which much of the practical effect of the 
system will depend, 

We propose, then, to defer making more detailed statements as 
to the operation of the measure, as a whole, until more information 
is before us. It will be remembered that clause 2 leaves the ap- 
plication of compulsion entirely subject to orders in council, and 
that clause 47 enables such orders to be revoked and altered. So 
that the passage of the Bill into law will not involve or authorize 
any step utterly beyond recall. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
|Yo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. 
Sir,—There seems to be a chance of this Bill, with its compulsory 

clauses, being hurried into law, and I would suggest that such clauses 
should not come into force for, say, five years from the » passing of the 
Act. This period would be sufficient to shew how Act would 
work and in what respects it might, with advantage, be amended 
With the experience before us of the confusion introduced by the 
Judicature Acts and their endless rules, and of the trifling value of 
the advantages gained by the changes made, it seems desirable that 
no sueh radical change as that proposed with regard to land transfer 
should be made without ample P we. 
of the scheme, 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
CONVERSION OF INDIA FOUR PER CENT STOCK, 


Saturday the 30th day of April 1887. 

Whereas the Secretary of State for India in Council has by a notice 
dated the 19th _ a 1887 stated that he is willing to tim ex- 

our pounds per centum stock and India Four pounds 
per centum stock certificates a like amount of India Three pounds ten 
shillings per centum stock and India Three pounds ten shillings per 
centum stock certificates respectively and that the holders of India Four 
pounds per centam stock or stock certificates who may avail themselves 
of his offer will receive on the 6th July 1887 a payment of One pound 
twelve shillings .and sixpence per centum on the amount of stock or 
stock certificates surrendered being a quarter’s interest at Four pounds 
per centum: per annum to that date and Ten shillings per centum per 
annum for a year and a quarter to October 1888 paid in advance. 

And whereas by the said notice it is required that the holders of 
India Four pounds per centum stock or stock certificates should signify 
their assent. to the Secretary of State for India in Council and that 
such assents must be delivered at. the office of the Chief Accountant of 
the Bank of England on or before Wednesday the Ist June 1887. 

And whereas a large amount of India Four pounds per centum stock 
is now standing to the account of the Pa: General on behalf of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature at the, of England and it is for 
the advantage of the persons interested in that stock that it be con- 
verted into a like amount of India Three pounds and ten shillings per 
centum stock in accordance with the said notice and it is also, expedient 
that any amounts of India Four pounds per centum stock India 
Four pounds per centum stock certificates which may be transferred to 
the said account before the Ist June 1887 should be converted in like 
manner. 

Now I do order that the Paymaster General do signify in the manner 
directed by the said notice his assent to the con into India Three 
pounds ten shillings per eentum stock or India Three 

respectively 


being allowed to test the ae 
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the said notice of all such India Four pounds per centum stock and 
India Four pounds per centum stock certifieates ag shall on the Ist June 
1887 be standing to his account on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature (excepting so much thereof as he may by any order made in 
the Supreme Court or in Lunacy be direeted to except) and do cause 
such assent to be delivered at the office of the Chief Accountant at the 
Bank of England on the said Ist June 1887. 

And I do further order that when such conversion shall have been 
effected the Paymaster General do place to the eredit of the several 
accounts on which such India Four pounds per centum stock or stock 
certificates shall be standing in his books nding amounts of 
India Three pounds ten shillings per centum stock or stoek certificates 
and do write off such India Four pounds per centum stock or stock 
certificates from the same accounts. 

And I do further order that after the lst June 1887 the Paymaster 
General do as far as may be practicable give effect to all directions con- 
tained in any order fiat report or certificate made in any division of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature or in Lunacy and to all powers of attorne 
and other instruments which shall be in force on that day and 
refer to any India Four pounds per centum stock or stock certificates 
converted in ae of this Order as if they referred to India Three 
pounds ten shillings per centum stock or India Three pounds ten 
shillings per centum stock certificates. 

And I do further order that the Paymaster General do hold the sum 


of Twelve shillings and sixpence per centum part of the aaid sum of | *Ppearing 


One pound twelve shillings and sixpence per centum and and appl 
the same quarterly from time to time in like manner as the same wool 
have been applicable if it had not been received in advance, 


Haxspury, C. 
We concur in this Order, 
Herpert Evstace Maxwst. 
Sipyzy Herpert. 

N.B.—Having regard to the above Order suitors are informed that 
any order excepting amounts of India Four pounds per centum stock 
or certificates from the conversion above directed should be left at the 
Pay Office not later than Friday the 27th May 1887. 

W. Henry Wuire, Assistant Paymaster General, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
REID ». THE EXPLOSIVES 00. (LIM.)—C. A. No. 1, 3rd May. 


Wronervut Dismissatr—ArrorntMent oF Recetvgr of ComPANY OPBRATING 
as Discuarce or Servants. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from the of Manisty, 
On Jan 28, Tbse, the Taintift was appointed chem superintend - 
ent of the dante’ works at a salary Sapo per ‘annuen, the en - 
ment, to be terminated by six monthe’ notice in writing on 
On May 22, 1885, a receiving order was made in the 
the application of some debenture holders of the com » by which a 
man Thorn was appointed receiver and manager of the company. 
On May 28, 1885, the company passed a resolution for its 
liquidation, and Thorn and a man named Nutt were appointed liquidators. 
On December 16, 1885, Thcrn’s accounts as receiver were and he 
from his receivership. The plaintiff, 
s of the company, continued 
8 of £50.a month till Jauuary 15, 1885, when 
the liquidators. He then brought 
pho wang aot beg y 28. ‘The 
due to him @ agreement anuary 
before Manisty, J., and a special jury. The juzy found 
continued in the service of the company May 
Jey gare judgment for the defendants on 
of the receiver had the effect of a 
servants, 


effect. 

Tus Court 
appesl. Lewd -R. 
only ene mortgage on this 
of the mortgage covenants. 
such eases was ihe avoid the inconvenience of 


mortgagee, and was suivant 4 ainchaage of 


in the case the 
ja ape on the 
more than six months. He had 
not succeed against the defendants. The question 
liquidation did not grise. Fry, LJ., sald that 
appointment of such a receiver was pest | 
of all the servants of the company. [Ft wou 
cizeumstanees of each case, and whether the 
merely temporary. It was, however, clear 
the tame the receiver was appoiated to 





THE QUEEN v. LORD PENZANOE—O. A. No. 1, 28th April. 
Prouieition—EccisstasticaL Court —Jupement Warrren ovrsips Tx8 
Province In wHIcH THE Orrgnozs was Oommirrep—Ouxnvncu Discreiine 
Acr (3 & 4 Vicr. c. 86). 


A suit was greet Dy A 











A Charles, 
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Practice —Reyerence vor Ineurry anp Rerorr—Powrr or Rerznse 10 
HEAR Witnesses—JupicaTure Act, 1873 (36 & 87 Vien o, 66), 8. 56. 


This was an action by the tors of the late Lord Wenlock to recove 


£173,000, advanced by Lord a geet ee falcon 
oa in the t coy debts 
by them, 


or 
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After such a consensus of action, the section could not be construed 
otherwise. The reference, therefore, was under section 56. Fry, L.J., 
said that the order of reference ought to state under which section the 
reference was directed. The forms given in the appendix contained this 
statement, and those forms ought to be followed. The obvious intention 
here was to direct a reference under section 56, and no doubt it was m- 
tended that the referee should take evidence. The motion was therefore 
made to this court. As to whether, in a reference under section 
the referee could evidence and hear witnesses, his lordship 
whether the Legislature intended the referee to do more than 
an inquiry himself, and not from other persons. It seemed to him 
to be the intention to extend to all the courts the power given to the 
Court of Chancery by 15 & 16 Vict. c. 80, s. 42, of calling in the assistance 
of scientific persons. The form of reference under section 56 given in the 
contained no power to examine witnesses, whereas the form 
section 57 did. It would be advisable, if the referee was to 
examine witnesses, to give such a power on the face of the order of refer- 
ence. Having stated his doubt, his lordship was glad that the practice 
was the other way, as it gave a beneficial operation to section 56. Lorzs, 
L.J., said that though the form in the appendix of a reference under sec- 
0 provision for the examination of witnesses, whereas 
the form under section 57 did, yet the forms were no part of the Act. He 
Esher, M.R., that under the word ‘‘ inquiry,’’ in section 
the referee had power to examine witnesses. That had been the in- 
variable practice, and the narrower construction of the section would 
beneficial operation.—Covunsz1, Rigby, Q.C., and R. 0. B. 
Lane; Sir H. Davey, Q.0., and A. R. Kirby. Sortcrrors, Emmet, Son, § 
Stubbs ; Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, § Co. 
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HALL v. BROMLEY—C. A. No. 2, 29th April. 
CoryHoLtps—ApmMIss1on—FINES. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J., the question being 
what fines were payable on an admission to copyholds. The plaintiffs, as 
lords manor, claimed two fines in addition to the fine admitted by 
the defendants to be payable by them on their admission. Mary 
Hammond, widow, was at the time of her death in 1847 tenant of the 
copyholds. By her will she appointed trustees, with a power of sale of the 

holds, but gave them no estate. Edward Hammond, her customary 

» was admitted tenant at her death. The trustees sold the copyholds 

to Anna Hammond. Before any conveyance of the property was executed 
she married James Dench, a settlement, dated saly 10, 1848, being 
on the marriage. On December 21, 1849, the trustees of Mary 
Hammond's will conveyed the pruperty to the trustees of Mrs. Dench’s 
settlement, Edward Hammond entering into a covenant to surrender the 
to the use of the settlement, and, on December 22, 1849, Edward 
surrendered to such uses as the trustees of the settlement 

should appoint, and, in default of appointment, to certain specified uses. 
surrender was ited on May 27, 1850. On March 18, 1853 (at 
which time, James ch having died without issue, Anna Dench had 
under the provisions of her settlement become absolutely entitled to the 
property), a deed was executed by which, after an erroneous recital that no 
had been made in pursuance of Edward Hammond’s covenant, 

trustees of the settlement purported to grant, bargain, and sell the 
to Anna Dench absolutely in fee simple. Anna Dench after- 
married one Gilbert, and a settlement was then executed by which 
interest in the holds was vested in trustees. She died in March, 
March, 1884, Edward Hammond (who during all this time 

on the rolls of the manor) died, his executors being the 
and John Edward Hammond. The trustees of the 

sold the property, and the question arose who were the 
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proper persons to be admitted as tenants in order to make a title to the 

1 » Bacon, V.C., on a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser 

decided that the defendants, as executors of Edward Hammond, 
were the persons to be admitted. They were admitted tenants on 
May be | 885, and the question was then raised what fines were payable 
to the lords of the manor on the admittance. Besides the fine on the 
sg ge of the defendants, the lords claimed two other fines—viz., a 


en the legal estate which, as they contended, became 
in Dench, as appointee under the conveyance of the Dench 
in 1853; and a fine in respect of the legal estate which, they 
in Edward Hammond as customary heir of Anna Dench, 
brother. Kekewich, J., held that only one fine was payable. 
or Aprzat (Corron, L.J., Sir J. Hannen, and Linoiey, L.J.) 
decision. Oorron, L.J., said that the purchaser had not 
satisfied that there was a good legal title, but that there was a 
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in perty concurred in or authorized the 
the lord had nothing to do with equitable interests ; he was 
the legal tenant on the rolls. The case was very 
Hammond was duly admitted as heir of Mary Hammond, 
remained on the rolls. Those who had the right to 
surrender yp Bacco - not do ~ and, — a ese of 
appointment of uses, it was very doubtful whether the lord 
enforced admission. But in truth that deed was not 
Instead of ref to the surrender by 
as it would have done if it had been an appoint- 
of the object of that surrender, the deed 
that no such surrender had been made. 
remained on the rolls as trustee for Anna Dench, and, 
her equitable interest, he remained on the rolls as 
still there as trustee for the persons who directed a 
& covenant to surrender, entered into for valuable 
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equitable title to the property. He must see that all persons entitled } 
pro 





consideration, was binding as between the surrenderor and the surren- 
deree, but the lord could not enforce it, and the surrenderor and the 
surrenderee could by agreement exclude the necessity of admittance, and 
could leave the surrenderor on the rolls as trustee. It would be different 
if the title depended on admittance, but that was not the case here. Sir 
James Hannen concurred. Linouey, L.J., said that, as a general rule, no 
fine was payable except on an admittance. Admittance depended on the 
legal estate, and the lord could look at that only. The legal title had 
been in Edward Hammond all along, and, when he died, it devolved upon 
his statutory heirs. They were therefore to be admitted, and a fine was 
payable on their admittance. If they were not equitably entitled they 
would be trustees. But that was no concern of the lord; the legal title 
would be complete.—Counsat, Barber, Q.C., and Archibald Brown ; Elton, 
Q.C., and Chailis, Soxscrrors, R. Furber ; Aldridge, Thorn, ¢ Co. 


Re HARWOOD—C. A. No. 2, 2nd May. 


Lunatic—Satz or Morreacep Prorperry—Exercisz or Power or Saiz 
BY Commirrse—Oonverance TO Purcuaser—Lunacy Recuiation Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vicr. c. 70) ss. 116, 136. 


The question in this case was whether the Court in Lunacy had juris- 
diction to authorize a sale of real estate of which a lunatic was mortgagee, 
and, at the same time, authorize the committee, in exercise of an 
ordinary power of sale contained in the mortgage, to convey the estate, 
when mo ag to the purchaser. The practice in such cases has been, after a 
purchaser has been found, to vest the estate in him by means of a vesting 
order under the Trustee Acts. It was argued in the present case that the 
court had jurisdiction to authorize the committee to convey to a 
purchaser, either under section 136 or under section 116 of the Lunacy 
Regulation Act, 1853. Section 136 provides that ‘‘ when a power is vested 
in @ lunatic for his own benefit, and such power isin the uature of a 
beneficial interest in the lunatic, and it appears to the Lord Chancellor to 
be for the lunatic’s benefit, and also to be expedient that the power 
should be exercised, the committee of the estate may, in the name and on 
behalf of the lunatic, under an order of the Lord Chancellor, made upon the 
application of the committee, exercise the power in such manner as 
the order shall direct.’’ And by section i16 ‘‘ where it appears to the 
Lord Chancellor to be just and reasonable, or for the lunatic’s benefit, 
he may order that any estate or interest of the lunatic in land”’ be sold for 
the purpose of raising money to be applied for certain specified pur- 


ses. 

Tue Court (Corron and Linnuey, L.JJ.) held that section 136 did not 
apply. A power of sale ina mortgsge, which was only an equitable power 
to bar the mortgagor’s equity of redemption in the mortgaged property, 
was not a power within the meaning of the section. It was more doubt- 
ful whether section 116 applied, but it would be dangerous to intro- 
duce a new practice. The court accordingly only authorized a sale of the 
mortgaged property, without empowering the committee to convey to 
the purchaser.—Counset, H. M. Humphrey. Soxscrrors, Zorr ¢ Co. 


Re MUFFETT, JONES v. MASON—O. A. No. 2, 4th May. 
Witi—Construcrion—Lezeacy to Trusrzzs “ ror THEIR SzRvices.”’ 


This was an appeal from a decision of Chitty, J., the question being 
whether the trustees of a testator’s will were, under the circumstances, 
entitled to legacies which he had bequeathed to them. He bequeathed : 
—‘*To my two trustees, J. and S., per annum of (sic) each for their 
services and collecting of rents, &c., £25.” The testator had a number 
of houses, many of which were let to weekly tenants. The annual income 
arising from the houses amounted to between £1,700 and £1,800. The 
trustees did not collect the rents themselves, but employed a collector at a 
commission of 5 per cent., or about £90 annum. is was an action 
to administer the testator’s estate, and the Chief Clerk, by his certificate, 
allowed the trustees the commission paid to the collector, but disallowed 
to each of them the legacy of £25. Chitty, J., affirmed the decision, on 
the ground that, as the trustees had not performed the service for which 
the legacy was given to them, they ought not to have it. 

Tue Oovurt or Appzat (Oorron, Linpizy, and Bowsn, L.J.J.) affirmed 
the decision. Corron, L.J., said that the trustees might have elected 
whether they would collect the rent themselves and have the £25, or 
employ a sohectawas asalary. But, in his lordship’s opinion, the testator 
intended to give the £25 to the trustees to cover the expenses of collecting 
the rents and the other services which they would have to perform as 
trustees. Other B pore of the will shewed that the testator thought that 
these sums of £25 would be the only jeductions from the income of the 

roperty. The trastees had asked the court to apportion the £25, and to 
allow them a part of it in respect of their services other than the collec- 
tion of the rents. Ifthe sum paid to the collector had been less than the 
two sums of £25, this t have been reasonable; but the whole sum 
which the testator thought reasonable for expenses had been already 
exhausted. The point was in no way covered by authority. Wilkinson v. 
Wilkinson (2 Sim. & St. 237), and Baker v. Martin (8 Sim. 25), which had 
been cited, were entirely different from the present case. Lanpuzy, L.J., 
and Bowen, L.J., concurred.—Counsst, Maclean, Q.C., and Oswald ; 
Romer, Q.C., and J. R. Paget ; Stallard. Souscrrons, G. J. Vanderpump ¢ 
Son; A. P. Jackson ; Warren, Gardwer, § Murton. 


WARD v. DUDLEY—Chitty, J., 27th April. 


Frxrurrs—Mininc Puant—Buast Furnaces—Minine Rartway—Szrrie- 
MENT—TENANT FOR Lire witH Powzr or Worxinc Mives—Trape 
Frxturgs—VauvaTion oF Fixtures. 


In this case a receivership motion was made for the purpose of obtaining 
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judgment as to the ponies which should regulate the adjustment of 
the rights of ei terested in the mining plant of the Estates. 
It a ed that the late Lord Dudley was tenant for life of the family 
estaies and mining plant, with power of wor! the mines and collieries. 
In 1845, when he entered upon the estates, the g@ plant was valued at 
some £167,000, and at his death the value exceeded £700,000, the increase 
being due to mining plant, &c., supplied by the late earl out of his 
own means, 

Currry, J., after holding that the interest of the late earl under the 
will which constituted the settlement was a right of enjoyment in the 
chattels, and not a right to carry on a business, and, therefore, that his 
position with respect to the trustees of the will was that of a donee of con- 
sumable chattels, said that, as regarded the rights of the late earl, the 
tenant for life of the settled estates, and thoee of his successor in ray 
of the waning plant, the view he took was that the machinery which Th 
been annexed to the soil for the purpose of rendering the minerals mer- 
chantable, if such machinery was capable of being removed therefrom 
disturbing the soil without destroying the land, was machinery whic 
could not be said to be so attached to the land as to become of it and 
belong to the owner of the land, but was to be deemed to be fixtures 
which passed to the executor as personalty (Wake v. Hall, 31 W. R. 585, 
8 App. Oas. 195). Upon that principle he held that the executors were 
entitled to remove new blast furnaces erected by the late earl for the 
purposes of smelting the iron ore gained from the estates. To hold other- 
wise would be to produce the evil pointed out by Lord Hardwicke in 
Lawton vy. Lawton (3 Atk. 14)—namely, to disco tenants for life from 
erecting mining machinery. It had been said that the nature of blast 
furnaces, their mode of construction and annexation to the soil, was 
opposed to the view taken. He, however, was of opinion that they were 
so many large machines for smelting iron, and, as they were capable of 
being removed without any material destruction of the land, he held that 
as trade fixtures they passed to the executors. He took the same view 
with regard to calcining kilns, to fixed power engines, and the sheds 
which protected them. As to a railway connecting the collieries, and 
erected by the late earl, he was of opinion that the rails and el 
were removable fixtures. As to the measure of value, it had been by 
the executors that the present earl peed by nsec ba: the price of the 
fixtures as of a going concern, and it been on behalf of the paid-up shares bered 
present earl that, as the executors had merely a right to remove and 10,000, was ed and pc Rigg cy d a dad ra 
could be compelled to remove, they were only entitled to a breaking up that he . ; m | J 

rice. However, he thought that the fair measure of value would be a mean 

tween the two extremes.—Oounset, Romer, Q.0., and Farwell; Ren- 
shaw, Q.0., and Willis Bund; Sir Arthur Watson, Q.0., and Gerbert 
Robertson. Soxicrrors, Benbow, Salthill, ¢ Tryon. 










































u 
4 

bil 
f 
E 
K 
fe 
Bs 


: 
it 
| 
i 


i? 
i 
Hi 
i 
i 
f 

F 


Z$ 
ap 
t 
te 
ie 
F 
iH 
i 
F 
: 
jt 
HE 


Fe 
ce 
BE 
i 


{ 
Fs 


Re THE TUNNEL MINING 00.—North, J., 29th April. 
Company—Winpinc vp—ContrrsvToRY—SHares Issusp as Furty Pam 
vup—Reerstration or Contract—Oompantss Act, 1867, s. 25. 

The question in this case was whether certain shares in the 
which had been issued as fully paid up, were, in the winding 
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Re E. O. POWDER OO. (LIM.)—Ohitty, J., 30th April. 


Oompany — Repuction or Oarrrat—Norics tro Orneprrors— OompPanizs 
Acts, 1867 anp 1877—Gunzrnat Onpsrs, Marcu, 1868, zn. 5. 


In this case a tion was —— for the reduction of the capital 
of the company by writing off paid-up capital which had been lost. 
Nearly all the shares of the company been issued and were fully paid 
up, and it was proposed to reduce the capital by reducing the nominal 
value of the shares from £5 to £3. It was stated that there were no credi- 
tors of the company, and the court was therefore asked for an order as in 
Seton on Decrees, 4th ed., p. 1462, stating that the advertisement of 
the petition had been dispensed with, and confirming the reduction. 
Curry, J., said that the practice was not to uniformly dispense with 
advertisement of the petition. To do that would be to set aside the pro- 
visions of the Legislature. The court in each case must exercise its dis- 
cretion. In the case before him he made the order as asked.—Counsz1, 
Romer, Q.C.; Micklem. Soticrrons, Micklem, Hollingworth, § Monkland. 
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gone to file the contract as soon as 
there was practically one continuous transaction involving 

of the shares and the filing of the contract. The contract was, 
stance, filed ‘‘ at” the time of the issue of the shares.—Counsat, 
aly Bramwell Davis. Sorrcrrors, Snell, Son, ¢ Greenip; B. Smi 


~ BREWSTER v. PRIOR—Stirling, J., 3rd May. 
Arracument—Derautt—Possession on Oowrror—Not so APPBARING on 
THE Face or THE Ornpar—Dezsrors Act, 1869, s. 4, svuB-sEcTi0n 3, 

In this case a question arose whether it is necessary, in. order that an 
order for payment of money may be enforceable by attac':ment, that it 
should on the Sace of & shal the pouses Sebene ee nee } S Ste 
or person in a fiduciary capacity, and the money he is ordered 
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Re G@. HARRIS (DECEASED), HARRIS v. -HARRIS—Chitty, J., 3rd 
and 4th May. 
Practices Recerver — ApMINIsTRATION — Ex PARTE APPLICATION BEFORE 
ADMINISTRATION JUDGMENT. 


In this case an ex parte application was made by the plaintiff in a credi- 
tor’s administration action for a receiver, on the ground that the 
defendant, who had obtained letters of administration, was debts 
and preferring creditors when the estate was insolvent. tiff 
claimed to be the principal creditor. The case of Philips v. Jones (28 Soxi- | ca — or 
crrors’ Journat, 360) was referred to as being an authority to the effect | The defendan’ 
that the court would not accede to such an application, in that respect:| for leave to issue a writ of attachment against him. 
overruling the dicta of Jessel, M.R., in European Association v. Radcliffe . 

(26 W. R. 417, 7 Ch. D. 733). 

Currry, J., said that the court could not accede to such an ez parte 
application unless a case of waste of assets was shewn. The law allowed 
an administrator or executor to prefer one creditor to another, and primd 
JSacie the court had no equity to interfere except after administration judg~- 
ment. He gave leave to.serve short notice of motion.—Counszt, D. L. 
Alexander. Soutcrtors, Spyer ¢ Son. 


Re HENDRY, WATSON ». BLAKENEY—North, J., 28th April. 
CuaniTaste Girr—Morrmain—Bvuripine on Reparaine or Cxuurcu—Girr 


ror New Orock ror A Cuxurncu—43 Gao. 3, oc. 108. clusion of fact that the defendant the £500 
The question in this case was whether a will was from the opeemneet Se Se ae for which it was held. That con- 
aoe of the Mortmain Act (9 Geo. let by virtue of the Church |: the matter, and tho wril of sitackasanh must =i view of 


Building Act (43 Geo. 3, c. 108), which enables testators to give goods and | an 
chattels not exceeding £500, and land not five ‘for or 
towards the erecting, rebuilding, repairing, or any 
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Re POSTLETHWAITE, SOSPLSTE Waits o. RICK MAN—North, J., 


CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


May. 


Paopection or Docvwents—Parvitece—Proresstonat Comuuntcatrons— 
Tresrfe—Soricrrok axp Otenr. 
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of the farm to W. 


ma‘ 
R., and was 
coneéaling from P. and the other persons in in the testator’s 
the real purchaser, and in consequence of his having 
@ trustee of the will, could not purchase the 

alleged that T. acted as solicitor for himself 
tors in the conversion and winding up of the 
(according to the direction of the testator contained in the 
that the terms of the pretended sale to W. were settled by R. and 
hereto and signed the agreement, in the faith and 

Jide purchaser of the property, and that R. and 
ently in the intefests of the persons interested in 
ih ignorance of the fact that R. was the real pur- 
The plaintiffs claimed a declaration that, in the 
January, 1954, and the conveyance of the 24th of 
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and 


In January, 1854, the truetees entered into an agree- 


arose in this case as to the production by trustees of certain 
vilege. A testator, who died in 1843, 
and personal estate to three trustees, 


> 


4 which formed part of the testator’s real estate, 


a 
W. was also to take the stock on the farm at a valua- 


March, 1854, the three trustees executed a conyey- 
» who at the same time paid them £1,814, which 
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oney, interest thereon, and the amourft of 
June, 1854, W. conveyed the farm to R. 
id the farm at al 


= ge of P. (who had died in 1871) against the 
died in 1886) and T. 


rofit, This action was 
The statement of claim 


of the agreement for sale to him W. was a 


P forward by R. as the purchaser, for the pur- 


as and was trustee for R.; that the contract and 


binding on the persons beneficially interested under 
exeCutors of R. and his estate and the defetidant T. 


Y liable to account for and make good to the 
tealized by R. by the enjoyment and resale of the 


by him, and that the defendants might be ordered 


the same accorilingly; that the exécutots of R. 


R. sufficient to satisf: 
of that his estate might be 
by their 


what should be found due 
mhinistered by the court. The 
defehive, denied the allegations of the plaintiffs, 
W. Was a perfectly bond fide im 


mdent haser of the 


fall value and for his own benefit alone, without any trust, 
erstinding in favour of R., and that the terms of the sale 
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R. and T., in th 
A a, except ih the 


and ordinaty way, as 


ty with P., and that R. and T. acted throughout 


yin 6 intétest of the persons intérested in the estate. The 


an affidavit of documents in theit possession, by which they 


R 
te September, 1 
as pai 


prodave certain letters and copies of letters and correspondence 
. in 1853 and 1854, also two bills of costs—the one from 

854, the other from April to June, 1854 ; 
d by R. to T. for business transacted as 


(atid hot for the trustees) between the dates mentioned. 


objected 
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ations of 


pert of the duty of a solicitor to advise his client as to the 


to 


produce the letters on the ground that they 
mmunications of a confidential character between R. 
. acted professionally for R., and as his private solicitor, 


of the trustees, and that such communications were 


nd paid for by R. porschally out of his own moneys, and 
“Dye enabling T. to give R. (ab a private in- 


teé of the testator’s will) legal advice and assist - 
communications T. acted as such private solicitor 
ty. And the executors objected to produce 


could protect 
scheme such as was all 


much in point. Int 
between the defendant and her solicitor | tolls. In the Divisional Court Park did not and it appeared from 


production on the ground that the transaction which | the affidavits filed then that on April 5, 1886, a Mr. Walker 
the bill as a frand was not a fraud. But Lord Cran- 


tule ‘‘does not apply to all which passes | fortnigh 

it, but only to what passes between them | £11 10s., and on May 6 he received a letter from Park a cheque 
pe ar né court can permit it to be said that | (dated May 8) for £8 and asking Mr. Walker to hold it for a day or two. 
a can form part of the professional occupation of | Mr. Walker did so, but when it was ted the cheque was dishonoured. 
son (9 Hare, Turner, | Park, oh being subsequently appilea to 


in Russell v. Ji 


on thé ground that they were prepared by T. in his 
professionally for R. asa private individual for 


and of no other person, and contained_profes- 
a confidential ch % 


& summons fot the production of the letters and the 


between R.andT. The 


documents must be produced on three grounds. 
- by ee yao cen rs ems irae 
or = purpose), he thought that 
MSeged. fa mumuntcationg This by Alfred Park, a solicitor of Kast Retford, frot: an 
. Pollet ¥. Was an & 80 
cand Cin forth, order of the Die bonal je : 


case Lord Oranworth, 





means of evading the law.” Those cases were both of high authority, and 
rpg he tap by a Cues 

Reg. ¥. Cox (14Q. B. D. 153, 33 : ; 
were acting together in relation to the trast estate. In his lordship’s 
opinion it was not open to trustees to act in such a way—the one 
acting as the professional adviser of the other—as to close the mouth of 
either as to matters relevant to the trust. If they did so they must take 
the consequence of their communications not being Seated os 
Su one of the cestuis que trustent had assigned ingetest, 

of the assignment had been given only to . had 
Sate citing as hs oto informed by him of the aseignment 
could he decline to answer whether he had received notice of pew 


merit on the ground that he was acting as R.’s solicitor? In his ps 
opinion he could not. The notice would be to him as and he 
would be bound to disclose it. If trustees were acting er, not 


fraudulently, but unfairly, to their cestuis que trustent, it would be a novel 
rule to say that they were entitled to retain in their own bosoms what had 


occurred, because one of them had been acting as solicitor for the other. 
Thirdly, in the nt case, accepting the statements of the executors in their 
defence, R. and T. in what. they before the sale to W. were as 


co-velidors to him, and, if ory) ave mab ong ere for sa: that 

was any relation of solicitor and it between them w! entitled their 
communications to any professional privilege? The executors’ own state- 
ments put them out of court. His lordship had, moreover, with the assent 
of the parties, looked at the documents in question, and from his thspec- 
tion of them he was clearly of opinion that they ought to be produces. 


The executors would be at liberty to seal u parts were 
irrelevant to the matters in issue, and a qulk” woul be allowed them 


to consider whether they would appeal.—Counset, Cookson, Q.0., and 
A. A. Terrell ; Cozens-Hardy,Q.0., and Rowden. Sorrcrrons, Thos. Edwards ; 
Randall & Bucknill. 


GUY v. CHURCHILL—C. A. No. 2, 4th May, 


Sonrcrror—Lren ror Oosts—Prorrrty ‘‘ Recoversp on Pressryep’’= 
Sorrcrrors Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vicr. c. 127), 8. 28: 


In this case a novel point was raised as toa solicitor’s lien for costa. 
At the trial of the action Stirling, J., dismissed it, with costs to be paid 
by the plaintiff to the defendant. On appeal the decision was reversed, 
and tha Court of Appeal ordered the defendant to pay to the plaintiff his 
costs of the appeal, and alse to repay to the plaintiff the costs which he 
had paid to the defendant in pursuance of the order of Stirling, J. The 
costs to be thus repaid amounted to £298. The plaintiff had 
bankrupt, and his solicitors applied to the Oourt of Appeal by original 
motion, asking that the defendant might be ordered $o.pey the costs 
of the appeal to the applicants, instead of to beng tiff; and that the 
a entitled to a lien on £298 in respect of 
the difference the plaintiffs’ costs of the as between party 
and party, and his costs as between solicitor and t. This difference 
was alleged to amount to £159, It was urged that the £298 had been 
‘* recovered’ for the plaintiff tiaonge the exertions of his solicitors y 
means of the and that the solicitors were en to a lien upon 
for the costs of the ap either at common law, of at rate under 
section 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860. The official receiver in the bank- 
ruptcy admitted that the solicitors were entitled to have the party and 

y costs of the appeal paid to them, but he disputed the right to the 
ien asked for. 


Tus Gourr (Corron, Linpizey, and Bowen, L.JJ.) held that the solicitors 
were entitled to the lien, and ordered that the extra costs (to be taxed 
as between solicitor and client) should be paid to the solicitors out of 
the £298; that out of the residue of that sum the costs of the present 
application should be paid ; and that the ultimate balance should be paid 
to the official receiver. Oorron, L.J., seid that the point wes a nice 
oe, and a tew one. But he was of opinion that the principle on 
which a solicitor was allowed 4 lien for his costs on property “‘ recovered ’' 
by means of his exertions applied. As a result of the appeal the court 
had ordered the £298 to be repaiil to the . The principle was that 
the client should not get the fruits of solicitor’s exertions without 


him the remuni hn for his services. The applicants 
eye entitled to Gnak thay asked. Lrnpky, L.J., red. ose Who 
got the mone 


ought to th One e it. win, G.J., Was 
of the same py Te thought at this sum had resulted to the client 
as the of the solicitors’ labours.—Covunset, LZ. EF. Pyke; Muir 
Mackenzie; Buckley, Q.0. Soxitcrrons, Irvine ¢ Hodges; Aldridge ; 
Hollams, Bon, § Coward. 


Re ALFRED PARK, A SOLICITOR, Ex parte THE INCORPORATED 
PAW BOCIETY0. A. Noo 1 ath May. 


Park to recover a debt of £11 10s. on behalf of one Wilmot. About a 
fi cht afterwards Mr. Walker heard that Park had received £8 out of the 


is party to a fraud, no privilege attaches to | applied to for en explanation of his conduct by 

m upon the subject, beinibee the siotaviag of Tae Society, thi 1, 

part of his duty as solicitor; and I think it can as little be | 1887, notice of the present motion Was served on him 22 
| 1887, Park the $8 under 9 warrant of comihitment iewed 
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b coun i action been recover the | of marriage. doten dent, denied Ot ever promised, 
p bP mty court, in wi herts thitong Shae be oi receive the tiraraiatve Gena if he 50 RonF rg yen ri 
£8 till April 30, that he was tem: indebted to his bankers when he | time. The tiff by th in 


sent the cheque for £8 to Mr. Walker, and hence his to have the 
pot mph sons He also said that Mr. Walker threatened that he would 
pply for a warrant for his apprehension, which and 


a greatly 
annoyed him as he had been Mr. Walker's friend for twelve years. He | letters 
had 


attempted to concéal that he had received the money, and he 
that he had not answered the communications addressed to him. 
He also stated, as an excuse for not in the Divisional Court, 


that on February 2, 1887, he called at the office of the Law Society, and Finally, in 


was informed that the motion would not come on for about six weeks. 


He instructed a solicitor on March 14, but he was surprised to find that on | asked 


that day the motion was heard. 
Lord Hsien, M.R., said that, if the court had that the j 
of ‘the Divisional Court had acted solely on the full com facts of 
the case, and after heating comments on the evidence on behalf of the 
solicitor, it would be next to impossible to interfere with theirdecision. Bu' 
the judges acted largely on the view that the solicitor, by not 
was utterly careless of his own chatacter and utterly un by the 
gravity of what he had done. The case, therefore, stood upon a very 
different footing now from what it did then, and matters had been pointed 
out here which could not have been pointed out to the court below 
case then stood. If those judges were now in London this court would 
consult them or send the case to them for consideration. This 
question of punishment, if there were two possible constructions to 
placed on the facts, the court would take the most merciful view. There- 
fore, when the solicitor received the money the court might adopt the 
view that he had no intention of appropria' it, but, _ 
sudden temptation, he subsequently spent the money. He 
that he had received it. He gave a cheque upon a bank at which h 
have had an account, and there was no evidence that he e 
which he knew would never be honoured. It was not as if he 
a pron upon @ bank at which he had no account. The solicitor 
a 
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ess and carelessness and an im of feeling in not 
answering the applications and in not ap; 2% Divisional Court, 
and his conduct all through shewed that he not the duty 
of honour which the court and the profession of a solicitor. 
But the sentence upon him was the highest in the case of 
the grossest fraud. It being now shewn that there was no original fraud 
in the matter, and this young man having up to the t conducted his 
business with propriety, the court would not strike out of the profes- 


sion for ever, but d, under the circumstances now before the court, 
suspend his certificate for three years, to date from March 14 last, the 
solicitor to pay all the costs. Fry, L.J., said that no fault could be found 
with the sentence by the Divisional Court. But at the eleventh 
hour the solicitor came here with a lame explanation of his conduct. 
lordship was not sure that he a: ed the matter from the same of 
view as the Master of the Rolls, as he hardly thought that the d 6 of 
merciful consideration applicable in cases ought to be applied in 
cases of this nature. But having regard to the fact that the circumstances 
were now different he would not disagree with the order proposed by the 
Master of the Rolls. Lorzs, L.J., agreed with the reasons given by the 
Master of the Rolls.—Counser, H. D. Greene, Q,C., and Hezxtall; F. 
Hotlams.— Times. 


BROWN v. THE GREAT ne bon RAILWAY ©0.—Q. B. Div., 
2 A . 

Mr. Brown had made a claim upon the com for 
for an injury to him, and the case had been on the Welsh Circuit 
and he had noneuited. He retained a learned counsel 
Circuit (Mr. David), who obtained a new trial. He then desired to have 
the same counsel retained for the second trial. His solicitor told him 
that as Mr. David belonged to a different circuit—the Oxford—he would 
require a ial fee to go to the Welsh Circuit, and to this the client 
assented. Mr. David was accordingly retained for the trial and paid a 
special fee of fifty guineas, and he obtained a verdict for the - 
Bn gph eae at he ae om 
‘party party’ the master, acting on usual tule, disallowed Mr. 
David’s fee, because he was a third counsel, and because, also, 
fees are not allowed as between “party and ”’ Then came the 
prone wate AS ae — and _—. and ne tls ype 
ected to e fee of fifty guineas, saying he was “‘ surprised ’’ at suc 
a fee, wh e his solicitor aid he had assented to the retainer, —as 
Boome svocen-tip had 00s Geen CASS ee eee < 
the fee, ea: ** it ‘was y against oath, same time 
eaased tevaliw Brown @ be Wumcmmaiash; Gan Sik tle Gale 
might, if he pleased, indict him for perjury if his statement 
Counsel on behalf of the solicitor moved for an order to the 
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Lord Couertnés, 0.J., said the decision of the master could not be 
Brown to be cross-examined. 
examined and witnesses heard on either side. 'y guineas was a 
worth fighting about, and the evidence on both sides must be 
A. L. Surrn, J., concurred.—Oovunsen, Stroud; H. 7. Athinson— . 


WHITEHEAD ». HALL—Manchester Assizes, Day, J., 29th April. 


Breacu or Promisz or Marnrace—Puza or Inrancy—OoxHgap @. 
Moututs (3 ©. P. D. 439) Dovnrap 


E. W, brought an action against J, H, for alleged breach of promise 


> 


fi 






defondnnt better an 


port of his contention quoted section 

wh ea ae raeae 

m ence 

the requirements of 3% & 33 Vict. c. 68, 8, 2, 

tiff’s sister beng 5 best only evidence of corroboration of ratification. 
Day, J., said 

was bound by 


that that case was wrongly decided. He was of that the Infants 
Relief Act, 1814, 00 et Sy at all, and even if 
the Act did apply, he conduct of the subsequent 
to his attaining majority was sufficient evidence of @ fresh He 
entirely a of the reasoning contained in the of Lind- 


0 0K 
W. Mackenzie. Soxrcrrors, Flu ¢ Leadbitter, tor Watton, Oldham ; Neish 
$ Howell, tor Nuttall § Sons, Manchester. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


A general meeting of the was held at the Society’s Hall, Chan- 
cery-lane, on Friday, the 29th April, the chair being taken by Mr. 
Henry Watson Parxsr, the president. 


Mr. Forp anp tus Councrn. 








roposed to be the defendant society to a certain 
OF Proposed eo te odiety Clnib, or to the committee thereat, to elect aa 
member or of the said club any person not being a member of 
the defendant society, and e resolation granting such eg conmom passed 
at a meeting of the defendant society on the 28th of January, 1887, 
to be at a meeting of the defendant convened for the 
29th of 1887, are ulird vires, and an improper Ac of a 
of the d t OF gag nso teaahn icy Mr. 
wishes it to be explained he is moving for an. to restrain 
the reublvition, whiah We are ag Aree to and that Segeud 
wihasiwn. Theref > theas oe ees ok Paes mee 
are withdrawn. 
The notices which were withdrawn were as follows:—‘ Mr. Oxantzs 
Forp will move: (1) This meeting, whilst ng the good intentions 
poh ig, oom be educational ng of pre as ik 
-On- 
ilar should be amount, and d be made without 
similar grants should be lenges ‘oy tue council; (3) that the foterests of 
solicitors and the public require ie eae 
from which solicitors ate 6s pecess® ent Hens be com 
essar i is detri- 
at one of the 
evening.” 
ra 
of | Pistobe 
form in which it was ’ 
at 
Sie ee, Gee eat ke a” 


Mr. E. Knoozn asserted that the motion was not correctly entered on 
the minutes. 
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After some discussion 

Mr. Lows moved that the minutes be amended by inserting the words 
** of the club.” 

The Prssrpent: There are certain rules of the club which cannot be 
varied except by resolution passed at a general meeting of this society 
and afterwards confirmed. As I understand, the notice of motion is to 
am. the resolution altering og s- these goeg? wane ne passed at 

confirming the alteration w e club proposes to 
make in Fagen Jog 

Mr. Lows contended that the minutes were not properly entered. 

The Presrment said that he should have allowed the motion to proceed, 
bot Mr. Day, in whose name it stood, was not present. 

Mr. Puriiimors asserted that at the last meeting Mr. Gregory had 
moved the insertion of the words ‘“‘of the club,” which had been duly 
seconded, and it was carried. 

Mr. Pgenxrnoron said there was nothing in the technical point. The 
circular said that the rule was to be added to the rules of the club, and, 
of course, a general meeting of the club would be understood. 

Mr. Pui.tmore said that in the Soxrcrrors’ Journan of the 5th of 
February the words “ of the club aa in the resolution, and he 
contended that it was correctly repo 

Mr. Penninoton asked that the motion might be allowed to stand over 
until Mr. C. O. Humphreys, who had promised to move it in the absence 
of Mr, Day, was t. 

This was to, and at a subsequent period of the meeting 

Mr. Humpnrseys said he had been requested by Mr. Day, in accordance 
with the notice given by him, to move the confirmation (in pursuance of 
the Club Rules No. 41) of the following regulation passed at the special 
general meeting of the society held on the 28th of January, 1887 :—‘‘ That 
the following added to the existing rules of the Law Society Club: 
The committee, notwithstanding anything to the contrary in these rules, 
shall have power, subject to the approbation of a majority of the members 
voting ata general meeting specially called for the purpose, to elect as 
honorary member any person not being a member of the Incorporated 
Law Society, but that the number of such honorary members shall not at 
any time exceed twenty, and that such election shall be for a period not 
exceeding two F sae with power of re-election,”” and he would move 
accordingly. He did not think it necessary to make any remarks upon 
the subject beyond this, that a similar resolution had been carried at a 
costar meeting last year, but that, in consequence of its not having been 

ught up for confirmation through some error, it not being understood 
bes it was necessary to be brought on for confirmation, the resolution 


Mr. F. K. Munron seconded the motion. 

Mr. Kuunzr rose to order. He referred to the report which had ap- 
peared in the Soricrrors’ Jourvat, and in that the words “‘of the club”’ 
appeared in the resolution, The resolution, as it now stood on the 
e@genda paper, was not in that form, as he asserted it should be. It was of 
im that the minutes should be correctly entered. The members 
of the society numbered upwards of 4,000, and they only had notice of 
what was to take place from the circular. They might very reasonably 
imagine that the words “of the club’’ should come in after the words 
** general meeting,’’ because it was a notice of motion sent out by the 


The Preswenr said that the minutes of the last meeting confirmed the 


resolution as it appeared upon the paper. 
Mr. Kruszr: Then I do not hesitate to-say that the minute is wrong. 
The Prestoznr: I have already decided that I should put the motion. 
Mr. Macarruvr said he had handed in a protest at the last meeting 
——- the resolution, on the ground that it was contrary to the rules of 
e society. In July, 1884, the society had added to their rules certain 
rules under which they permitted the club to be held in the premises of 
the society. One of those rules was that the club should be confined to 
members of the society, and that any member of the club who should, 
from ry Deg cease to be a member of the society, should ipso facto 
cease to be a member of the club. So much importance was placed upon 
the matter by the members of the society who had made that b he, oo 
that rule, that in another rule it was ordered that no 
ition or modification of any rule or regulation should become binding 
unless and until approved by the council, and that no alteration should be 
made in the regulations except in pursuance of a resolution passed by a 
general meeting of the society and confirmed at a subsequent general 
meeting held at an interval of not more than six calendar months. This 
rule been made by the society as one of its bye-laws, that the club 
should be confined tomembers of the society, aud as sought to be altered by 
the D cise resolution, it proposed to permit those who were not members 
of society to become members of the club. It therefore proposed 
a direct alteration of a bye-law. If they referred to the bye-laws they 
would find that no such direct alteration could be made except upon 
ty-one days’ notice. No such notice had been given. He had pro- 
tested against it at the last mecting for that reason, and had handed a 
pesceced ry to the president. This resolution ought not to have been 
at the last meeting, because the proper notice of an alteration 
of a Le yaead had not been given, and it was therefore equally improper to 
bc forward at this meeting for confirmation. 
Prestpent, before = the motion, directed the attention of 
Mr. Kimber to the bye-laws of the society, under which it was not 
req to confirm the minutes at the next 
tice was to read the minutes at the foll 
and confirm them at the next annual mee 
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meeting. The prac- 
general mecting, and 0 tnd 
He then put the motion, 


which was adopted by thirty-four votes to seventeen, 


Execution or Waits. 


Mr. R. S. Frases (London) said he had given notice to call attention to 
the paper read by Mr. F. K. Munton at the provincial meeting of the 
society held at Hull in October, 1882, dealing with the uoatinaleey 
manner in which the work of sheriffs’ officers is performed, and to the 
resolutions passed thereon at such meeting, and that he would move :— 
‘*(1) That in the opinion of this society the supervision exercised by 
under-sheriffs over the officers ge by them is inadequate for the 
protection of the interests of either creditor or debtor admi 
grave abuses; (2) that the duties of sheriffs’ officers should be entrus' 
to men only of proved integrity, and that no person should hold 
appointment who has not been previously approved by the High Court 
(3) that, to secure efficiency in the carrying out of the duties imposed on 


i 
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sheriffs’ officers, such officers should be subject to the su tendence of 
a resident inspector in each town or district; (4) that the remuneration 
of inspectors and sheriffs’ officers should be by salary only ; (5) that all 


auctioneers engaged in sheriffs’ sales should be Sang by the inspector 
of the district; (6) that all writs of execution be 

throughout England, and be acted on without supplementary warrant ; 
(7) that writs of execution should be marked with the day and hour of 
issuing, and take aged accordingly ; (8) that the fees and charges on 
executions should be altogether revised, and should be fixed by a scale to 
be approved by the Lord Chancellor, and a note thereof should be handed 
to the execution debtor on the occasion of every levy; (9) that the 
sheriffs’ fees and charges in each case should be taxed by the inspector, 
subject to appeal; (10) that the levying of executions, now entrusted 
to the high bailiff of county courts, should be transferred to the office of 
the ins r of the town or district in each case; (11) that es 
now filling the office of under-sheriff should have the right of electivog to 
serve the office of inspector in any one town or district forming part of the 
county for which they now act as under-sheriff, and that due compensa- 
tion should be made to them for being compulsorily deprived of the 
emoluments now arising from their office for the rest of the county ; (12) 
that a copy of these resolutions should be forwarded to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, the Attorney-General, and the Rule Committee of her Majesty’s 
Judges.”” In moving the resolutions he referred at considerable length to 
Mr. Munton’s paper, which had resulted in the Hull meeting adopting 
the following s contained therein, that they might be taken 
into consideration by the council, with a view to their g legis- 
lative action :—‘‘ ay That the execution of final civil process should be 
removed from the office of sheriff; (2) that an execution department 
should be established in the Supreme Court, controlled by an o' easily 
accessible ; (3) that all writs of execution should be available throughout 
her age and be acted on without supplementary warrant; (4) that 


5, 


bailiffs should be appointed by the court, under proper ms and 
supervision, and be answerable direct on application to the execution 
department by any person alleging himself to be (5) that writs 


of execution should be marked with the day and hour of issuing, and take 


priority accordingly, the writ being despatched by the execution depart-- 


ment straight to the bailiff in rotation; (6) that, unless otherwise directed 
in writing by the creditor’s solicitor, all proceeds of execution should be 
at once paid into court; (7) that the costs and fees on executions should 
be altogether revised ; (8) that all business in relation to executions and 
interpleader should be transferred to the execution wy “nae omy with 
provisions for the speedy intervention of the judge.” Mr. Munton’s paper 
had disclosed the fact that a very objectionable state of affairs e . 
The council, in accordance with the recommendations of the meeting, took 
the matter into consideration, but they came to the conclusion that the 
time had not yet arrived for dealing with the subject in the way in which 
alone it could be satisfactorily dealt with—that was to say, by the inter- 
ference of the Legislature. The question had already attracted a 

deal of attention outside of this body; and it was a question which had 
been taken up in Parliament and which was being pressed through. He 
was very glad to be able to say that the Government had introduced a 
Bill into the House of Lords dealing with this important subject. In 
bringing forward his resolutions he not wish in any way to reflect on 
the present body of under-sheriffs—gentlemen for whom he felt sure 
everyone in that hall must feel the highest possible respect. Therefore 
the resolutions hé proposed to move not any reference to them in any 
hostile spirit. But the object he had in view in bringing the matter to 
the notice of the meeting, was to ask them to carefully consider the 
question on its merits, in order that those who had promised to take it up 
in the House of Commons might be fortified with the benefit of their views. 
He wished it to be most distinctly understood that the matter would not 
rest here. Mr. Munton had stated the facts very concisely in his 4 
He had traced the history of the subject down to the present day, and 
shewn that the altered circumstances—such as the growth of population, 
and so on—called for some alteration in the method of procedure, Refer- 
ring to the class of men appointed as sheriffs’ officers, Mr. Munton had 
said that bailiffs were a class of men varying from a decently respectable 
auctioneer down to an im us person who would stand at nothing to 
serve his own ae yen were a class which had gradually adopted 
duties which could alone be satisfactorily carried out by the under-sheriffs 
themselves. Blackstone had defined bound bailiffs to be ‘‘ mean persons 
appointed by sheriffs, on account only of their adroitness and dexterity in 
hunting and seizing their prey’’—rather a harsh but it was 
complimentary in a sense some of them would not indorse, for 
nowadays few sheriffs’ officers were either adroit or dexterous ; 
in fact, as a body, they were mere machines. It was understood 
that one of the usual conditions in a bailiff’s security bond was that 
he should notify ‘“‘day by day,’’ what he had done under each 
warrant, whether successful or not, and that he would never make exces- 





,sive or improper charges. It would be interesting to know whether any 
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sheriff's officer in the kingdum returned “day by day” what his move- 
ments were. He would be glad to know of any instance of an under- 
sheriff voluntarily enforcing a bailiff's bond as —— 

(unless proceedings had arisen), the under-sheriff invariably leaving 
unfortunate debtor to the mercy of chance. Mr. Munton had given a case 
in which he had recovered damages for a client from a sheriff for having 
been kept out of money, and put to expenses by being compelled to 
comprumise with his creditors by reason of his not 

from the sheriff money which he had collected on behalf of the execution 
creditor. He (Mr. Fraser) would urge that the co 
much greater experience in these matters than 

the fact that the resolutions had been adopted unanim: 
meeting was a strong argument in their favour. The 
ment very properly relieved the sheriffs of a good 
which were to a large extent of a purely ornamen 
further regulated the sheriffs’ charges, but he would 
faction if he knew that an abstract scale of charges had 
scale should be submitted to the society for approval. 
which the present fees were levied was the most unsui 
they could be required. When a man had an execution 
was not in a position to support the Owing to the 
of population, it had become simply impossible for 
situated in the chief town of a —- exercise } won ad 
the work. He would not complain if he though 

t the benefit, bat he asser that the under - 

rived very large incomes from the ormance 
mere mechanical duties, and that if a 1 were taken 
throughout the country nine out of ten would condemn 
system. The remedy he proposed was to confine the 
to their work. Let them really do under-sheriffs’ 
to the great mass of work which had been thrown upon 
they had been unable to give the ee and they had, 
therefore, allowed the class of sheriffs’ to come into existence. A 
solicitor should be appointed in every important town or district as under- 
sheriff or + HOA he eid. Goa 0S SE er oe 
correspond with the work he was upon to do, as in the case of chief 
clerks of county courts. The present system was most im 
unsatisfactory, and he believed it to be very detrimental to the profession 
to have to pay blackmail to a class of men am by the — 
and who, but for the apathy of the profession, 
another day. Solicitors suffered severely every year by 
non-execution of processes which they lodged with the 
inspector were directly accessible the debtor could go 
Whenever an execution was levied there should be a 
the execution debtor, and, attached to it, there s) 
authorized fees which the sheriffs were entitled 
memorandum should be attached to wre stating 
would be taxed by the inspector at a date, and 
gave notice to the inspector he would have an opportunity 
the taxation. He also urged the desirability of paying by 
of by fees, and that every execution should pay its own expenses. 
referred in strong terms of condemnation to some of the sales which took 
place in London, than which wr oe, ange be more objectionable. He 
thought the under-sheriffs were the oe ge to t bailiffs, but 
they should live in the town where they to act. He concluded by 
moving the resolutions standing in his name. 

Mr. E. Kreeer (London) seconded the resolutions, remarking, with 
regard to No. 3, that he did not know whether the society were aware 
the circumstances under which the surveyors of taxes and collectors of 
taxes were appointed, and of the Act of Parliament under which their 
duties were regulated ; but it had struck him ej forcibly, when he heard 
Mr. Fraser’s speech, that the fines, penalties, obligations imposed by 
Act of Parliament upon the collectors of taxes might very well be im 
upon gentlemen in the position of under-sheriffs and officers. of 

wer 


had a very economical and just mode of collection, and as much 
4 m to do 
their duty honestly. In consequence of the office of under- having 
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force as possible put upon them for the purpose of compellin 


grown old, the duties of the sheriffs’ officers had been roi p to slip out | tion 


of view ; and in co: uence of the different 
courts, county courts, &c., they had slipped out of the purview of 
ublic and the profession, and he thought their duties should be brought 
k to the view of the public, in order that they might be kept 
straight. The Act of Parliament for collectors of taxes was the 
law regulating the conduct of under-sheriffs and sheriffs’ officers was old. 
The under-sheriffs and their officers were under very grievous obligations 
if they transgressed their duties, but he challenged any man to find a 
single case within the last twenty years where the judge 
these officers the penalties imposed by law. 
majority of cases, refused todo so. What was the remedy for an exces- 
sive distress? An action for damages. Who could bring an 
damages when he was in the position of a person whose 
taken under an execution? In ninety-nine cases out of a hundred he was 
without a remedy. Referring to resolution No. 6, he said it was 
outrageous that it should be n to issue fresh writs for 
He quite with resolution No. 10, as he did not think there ought to 
be three or four different systems of levying executions. At precent there 
were four or five—for gos that for Queen’s taxes, that for poor’s 
rates, from courts, &c. It ought to be reduced toa 
Mr. N. HART (London) moved an amendment, to the effect that the 
suggestions made by the mover of the resolutions and the whole question 
as to levying executions should be referred to a committee of t 
sisting of an equal number of members of the council and an equal number 


of members of the society, with instructions to consider and report to the 


i 





: 
: 
| 


F 
i 
i Hy 
il 
: 


i 
| 
ii 
v7 
q 
1; 


t 
i 
i 
rE 

i 
Hl 
if 
if 
ai 


E 
3 
ef 
z 
is 
i 


5 
: 
: 
e 
$ 
i 


mi 
Me 
i 
list 
rile 
lie 

Eeee 


H 
8 
; 
i 


EE 
+ 
: 

: 
iE 
EE 
cl 


BE 
FF sf g 
a rat 
ag 
[Fest 
‘i 
i F : 

si 
rit 


RE 
li 

which might result in some beneficial alterations. was 
the case with reference to the suggestion that the sheriff's officer 
be permanent and paid by a fixed salary; an alteration which, in his 
(Mr. Phillimore’s) opinion, would the door to abuse—he meant the 
possibility of bribery on the of the debtor. He would just throw out 
the suggestion that it t be better that it should be left to the 
solicitors and issuing out writs to nominate a person who should 


rE 


hisown poaeeiel pects Ri extended over many years, he could 

say, without fear of con’ poh dhe het ong esysneehye wed 

of execution there were equally 

sheriffs, and the 

gone into in the interests of all parties. : 

_ Mr. Hanuanr said he was prepared to accept Mr. Longmore’s sugges- 
the number of members of the 

the committee consist of an odd 


Mr. Fraser expressed himeelf in favour of 6 committee rather 
than a small one. see pene as ext deaelp eating Gee al 


ject to the 


questions raised by Mr. Fraser’s motion and of the 
mode of executions be referred to a of twelve 
members, of six members of the council six members of 
the society, with instructions to to the council.” 

The amendment was carried, «two votes being in its favour 
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‘raser,’’ deecehacinn are ait f08 Me. Fraser and others to nit an Jada facilities for ropistrati i wile ushae existing Acts, and world bring into 
wan one under~sheriffs to spear only’ ac sina, He (Mr. Longmore Bie wats ny Salento Sea 
of everything that was wrong which seemed to be the opinion in soa, Moreover, the disclosure of all transactions and incambrancse would See: 














: experie i 
the committee a sufficient representation of the vested | does not in the Jeast lead to belief that the work will be either 
interests to imperil the value of its report. tir re pes should be, as better, more cheaply, or more expeditiously than at present. On the 


. t was also considered the president of the Incorporated Law Soci 
Pursipenr put the smendmént as follows :-—‘ That the committee should be associated with the Lord Chancellor in Sonia the Land Transfer 


of the council, to be nominated by the ident | Board, which should consist, not of mere Government 
of the chert a on cae od betas he nominated by the having a practical knowledge of Conveyancing, and that one of the convey- 
an n . Fraser. ci of Ohancery, 
jour voting in its favour, and nine | 22im ioty; and the prosident of one of 1° 
bstan ve motion. hould i in fra the rul 
. Blyth, ane, lg ed shoul na nO sesociated with the Lord Chancellor ming the rules 


Tt was also consid ed that to vest real estate on the déath of the owner in 
Mr, Loyomonz nominated Mr. G. P (Chelmsford), Mr, F. Scudamore his personal representatives was an unnecessary interference with the right 
(Maidstone), and himself to represents © under-sheriffs. of a testator to appoint his own trustee ; that the abolition of estates tail 
was practical] Tittle importance; and that while in ple there was no 
Cuancery Drvistow, bijection to ing un intestate’s reql state atone if ¢ 
Fra following notice of motion by Mr. Muecox was postponed until the ty, i te reason for the projected , 
next meeting: —‘ That, in the opinion of this meeting, the sppointment Tadect, thes mubsdivion yn nen of real estate among a large 
of a sixth — in the Chancery Division is not only imperative y needed, | number of Persons would, in many instances, render it of meek ons 4 any- 
chan YY increase dealing with it. 

Cease to be associated with any Particular judge, and be en ihn respect the change would press with some hardshi upon small pr rietors, 

order (as set down) by two or more courts constantly sitting for trials to which class por ns dying without a will gen y belong. os 
Resolutions i accordance with these views Werte unanimously, and’ 

Provincia Merrmcs, ordered to be transmitted to the Tneorporated Law Soci 


The following notice of motion Mr. Merritt, Grew was also post. The meeting concladed with ® vote of thanks to the chairnian. 
poned until the next meeting :—"« That » committee be a mt to 
consid 


er and pot on the arrangements of the October im ) and Sar 
as fo choive of subjects; selection of readers and speakers, a 
of speeches, and giving te, of ory time of ec 
pers; previous cation mm 
adimilenion to the Gedates of solicitors ery Jot toolsets, LAW STUDEN TS’ J OURNAL. 
Y to increase the interest and beneficial influence CALLS TO THE BAR. 
The proceedings then terminated. The undermentioned gentlemen were on a ater called to the bar :— 
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Tyner Teurie,—John Arthur Williams, 

580c: Toma [E—/ Hichante wei, apes! 

LAW ASSOCIATION, mdon ; Henry Erle Ric’ . > 

ta meéting of the directors, held at the hall of the Incorpor- BA. Oxford Delder of 5 aelerehip in y aonda by noms eemary, 1887) . 


A 
Edmund Lyon » B.A, Oxford ; Benson 

ated Law Society, Chancery. lane, on Thursda: » the 5th inet.—the Felix B.A., LL.B Cambridge ; Andrew Brocket Wilson, 
followin tein, t—viz., Mr. Boodle =, Toes » and Messrs. i pia “teed ety 4s 
8 being gg 7 Hine- Haye eon Sidvey Smith, and | B-A- Oxford: Joseph Gerald Pease, Bot London ;, William Paul Stud 


Pte neg Pentoe (otetary)—tns ordinary genet” jo, Stat an Notdian, Wzterds, Lowji Merwanji Wadia, Ba’ on ; Thomas 


at 














Ww B.A. Oxford; Charles » BA 
Oxford; Wibamee eee Oughton, LL.B. London ; Rai ; 
Francis John Brownlow Bethune, B.A, Cambridge; John Hugh Arm. 
THE SHROPSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. strong Elliot, B.A. Oxford; Henry Goodwin Rooth, B.A. Cam ; 
T Edwin Archibald Ley ; James Aiken » LL.B. ; W 
HE Lanp Tranerer Bu. John Lewin (holder of @ scholarship in property law, awarded July, 
A ewe aoe get he society was held - 4 rye he room, ey 886) ; wy ey Miller ere a LL.D., Q i] University, Ire. ’ 
bury, on - There t Mr. T. (president), in an Allen 
the chair; Mosers, E Hodges (fuke an Ni maf a resident), Mippie len hectiped Babaji Thaknr, B.A. University of Bombay - 
E. B. Potts (Broseley), R Marston (Ludlow), J. Bidlake (Welli ) pal hb Billery Benson, M.A. LL.B., Dublin Dni ; John James 
G. G. Warren (Mark yton), W.C I (Anderson & Oo., Ln low) Peet M.A. Edinburgh University; Albert is Hays, niv 
H. J. Osborne Fagha ye: G Beclo, J. H. Sprott, H.C. lanky” yealey) Wiliam, aS Bete Mig Temple guity : John Bruce 
(Oswestry), ih Pbeciw z aT THis aeremsbury), oe Exeter College, ye Gey ete ‘John New ing 
eS »> and T. H. Hi sec. ), $ ow 
Letters of for os ep posta ory m Mosers. H. Lee Hall, Oxtord University; Clarence’ ang > ‘ 
(vote Lon, Whitcarh W. P. Gordon (Gordon & Nicholls, Bridg- Oxford; John B.A., Trinity Cambridge 
north ’ 


.P, . : Prior 

Lo ville & Co., Os ' Leresch ; James W; Glesgow Universi James John 

mes ag B. Lewfo (Gowers, Cecil Potts (Shrows- | Parsits, BA. Valveraity Ag ew Herbert Granville east Mathew 

Newill (Wellington), were elected members. ... | Adkins Rundell, A., 

‘ of £10 10s. was voted to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association L anne Inn.— Richard = Couch mats Edward Herbert Wid. 

asa ubdilee offering. A., Oxford ; Henry ewholt, B.A. Grain 
The hen. fn Onde the Peery the the Library Sub-Committee ville Waddilove, Oriel College, Oxford; Bartle Heary Temple Frere, 

’s series of law rts. 


Trini College, ; Francis Edward Prescott 
Fant the Land Transfer Bill, now batore » House of Lords, on ; 
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Legal History Prizeman, 1884 and 1885); John Henty And@etsoh, snovess. 
ful candidate at Indian and Home Civil (Class I.) Examinationé; and 
William Naylor Vallance. 














LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Watrer Tuompson, golicitor, of Oxford, died on the lst ult. Mr. 
Thompson was the son of Mr. William Thompson, of , and Was 
born in 1841. He was educated at ar ge College Sc’ He "served his 
articles with Mr. Thomas Mallam, of Oxfurd, and he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1863. In 1870 he was appointed clerk to the Oxtord Board of 
Guatdians and Assessment Committee, and about five years later he became 
superintendent ego eh for the Oxford district. ere was a rin the 
Univetsity Court and « perpetual commissioner for ire and 
peatshire. Mr. Thomps n was buried at Holywell Cemetery, Oxford, on 
the 5t t. 

Mr; Josan Wii1iam Surrn, Q.C., many = a judge of county 
courts, died at QOlifton on the 10th ult. Smith was the only 
son ef the Rev. John Smith, tector of Baldock, Hertfordshire, and 
was born in 1816. He was edacated at wo Oambrid 
where he graduated in the first class of the Civil Law in 1888, He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Ti 1841, and be 
practised for many jears in the Chancery Division. He was the author of 
**A Manual of Eq ym * 4 Manual of Common Law,” “A ae of 
Bankruptcy,” “A pendium of Real and P 
other legal works. Mr. Smith was one of the co’ 
ing the pmo aag oo of Oonselidated Rules, and in 186 
gown from Lord Campbell. In 1865 he was appemted 
worth to be judge of county courts for circuit 27 
Hereford and a large portion of Shropshire). In 1879 
pention. Mr. Smith was a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, and @ 
Herefordshire. He was martied in 1844 to the second dang! 
George Hetiry Hicks, of Baldock. He was buried at Baldock on the 15th 
ult. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Jonn Wri114u Pre Surrn, solicitor 
Smith, & Benson), of Sheffield, has 
borough, in succession to Mr. John Yeomans, deveased. Mr. Smith was 
admitted a solicitor in 1863. 


Mr. Watrer James Wesroorr Brann, solicitor, of 10, Basinghall-stree 
has been elected Vestry Clerk of the parish of = Michael, Bassishaw, =“ 
the resignation of Mr. James Henry Davidson. Mr. Beard is the son of 
Mr. Thomas Beard, solicitor-deputy for the ward of Bassishaw. 
admitted a solicitor in 1873, 


Mr. Groxer Ley Bopriny, solicitor (of the firm of eee & wth pe 
has been appointed Deputy-Coroner for the Penzance Division of the 
County of Coriwall. Mr. Bodilly is coronét for the borough of 
Penzance. He was admitted & solicitor in 1880. 

pointed Examiner in Equity 


Mr. Leonarp Frexp, barrister, has been — 
and Real P. Law at the University of London. Mr; Field is the 
recond son of the Rev. William Field, of Warwick, and was born in 1824. 
He was éducated at University College, London, and he graduated B.A. 
ut the University of London in 1844. He was éalled to the hye at the 
iam Temple in Hilary Term, 1852, and he practises in the Chancery 
ivision. 


Mr. Luacey Surrx, Q.0., has been appointed Examiner 
and the Law of Evidence at the University of London. Smith is the 
second son of Mr, Richard Smith, and brother of Mr. Richard Horton 
Smith, Q.C. He was born in 1984, and he was Someely © fellow of Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge, where lie ted as a tee. i 1857. He was 
called to the bar at the Innet Temple in age 1860, and he is a 
member of the South-Eastern Circuit. Smith became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1880. He is recorder of Sandmich, and a in belities of the 
Inner Temple. 


Mr. Joszpu Surru, solicitor, of Bitmingham and So age seed has — 
elected Chairman of the Birmingham Central a eg oe A 
Smith was admitted a solicitor if 1870. He is Olerk to the esbury 
Local Board and to the Wednesbury Burial Board. 


Mr. Tuomas Epwarp Scrurron, barrister, has been a 
in the Constitutional History of E 
Mr. Scrutton is the aon son of Mr. Thomas 
Essex, and was born in 1856. He was formerly scholar of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated at the head of the Middle class of 
the Law Tripos in.I880. He was called to tlie Temple 
in June, 1882, and he is a member of the South- 

Mr. Joun Oisthsme, Q.0., has been appointed ae Crown 
Counsel for the county of Monaghan. Mr. was called to the bar 
at Dublin in 1868. He became a Queeii's in 1885, and hé is a 
member of the North-East Circuit, 


Mr Samvet Houmas Moxnos, solicitor, of Dublin and Armagh, has been 


He was 


ee eae Law 


been lected Town Clerk of that a 
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ae G eee: Ca eee | appointed Sec- 
rary to the Endowed Sehels reumitonae 


on ate appointed @ Queen’s Counsel for the 
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PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 
Frepericx Carat Frepetice Oannirt, 
& Son), 23, Rood-lane, eyed A conrto, on. 


firt Of Oarritt & Son. April 22 
GENERAL. 
The Bankruptcy Offices {Sitee) pan was read a third time and passed in the 


House of Commons on the 2 
Mr. Justice Stephen, the ‘Treasurer, and the Masters of the Bench of the 
Inner Temple entertained at dinner on Wednesday the Prince of Wales, 


Treasurer of the Middle Temple. 
It has been found ve up the intended to A 
the Inter May 0d on the titer of member vy ech, tid whe 
wished to Rages ll Hon large e Masters 
feel astifiod in incurring on account of the Inn the expense which would 


have been necessary. 
It is stated that at an fihquest held by Mr. A. F. Vulliamy; ey | for 
a last week, the Coroner requested the ves of the Press 
© were in attendance to withdraw. They refused to-do #0, and the jury 
also stated that they should decline to serve unless the Court were an 
one. The Coronér to fine the jarymen, oe the ‘ 


at his request, p ed to remove the reporters by ro age per- 


sisting in re to receive evidence unless the the 
Coroner adjou' the inquiry for a 

Mr. G. B. Gregory writes to the Times to enquire whether under the 
of the Lord Chine 


ei) which = > for an evry title ‘ang ng ees 
tion and on certain 


claims to cncedition dut which on be 
back te the date of the Act of 1853. He re 
tion of the Bill, it — no doubt confer a great 
of landed property, and those who act for them, but I ene pee th that 
would be the effect of the Bill as it now stands, or that such effect is con- 


uired after five y' 
this title is to be PR ill 


templated. 1 venture to state that without some provision to meet the point 
I have raised, many persons would find that the proposed legislation had only 
been « delusion in respect of it.” 


In the House of Commons on the 28th ult., in answerjto’ Mr, Howell, 
Mr. W. H. Smith said that the question of a cheap edition of of the Statutes 
sob die bed coeneeal the Tram the following propor 

and the su to ollowing p 
revised Tdition of the statutes be undertaken, of p She wr phate: 5 
published volume by volume as revision is completed; that the work be 
ecmmenced at oneé, in which case the first volume can sep be 

out this year. The eran that such an ed! be 
ata price not exeoeding sigh guineas for the complete at The Treasury 

give th 


were about to poe to the proposals of the committee. 
the present system of counties Fron this this purpose 
There sppeared to be weeoeant that a poe 


:—That 


At the Swansea assizes, Mr. Justice a, See sts eget 
aie cara 
danger should be tried in 


alluded to the scheme for altering the existing 

in England an Mak toate de bene of tek 

and with that sentiment the t administration we 

a ys at any sate aa. meguniet itd aca 
es, happily, 


should be held in évery county for the purpose 
few eouitian in 


aH 











Crown Solicitor for the county of Armagh. afr. 
was admitted a solicitor in Ireland in 1877. . 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora oF Recisrrans In ATTENDANCE ON 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Easter Sitrines, 1887. 


Before Mr. Justice Kay. 
Couses for Trial (with witnesses and 
without witnesses 


Shurp v act 
Jelly v mga fh wite 
Rowoliffe v Wire Iron &o Co 


wits 
ney bee act wits 
v Newitt act wits 
Evans v act wits 


wi 
Armitage v of Manchester act 
a Bigwood v Bond act & 
m 


McDonald v Towerzey act wits 

Herrison v Spitzley act wits 

— Equitable, &0, Co v Musgrove 

Williams v — adj sumns wite 

In re Gardbottls Hardbcttle v H»rd- 
bottle act wits 

Petty v Daniel act wits 

In re = Morris v Paddison 


act 
— Horwood v Paddison 


Eman v Scholes act and m fj 
Io re St John a eee 9 Sh deen act 


In re Coeli Hicks v Payne act wits 
B v Lancaster act 

Huwpbries v Donnithorne act wits 
U Finance Co, 1d v Williams act 


Thornbill v Hoyland act wits 
Gower ¥ H M Postmaster Gee special 


case 

8+ Saviour’s District Bd of Works v 
Souch-E.s’ern Ry Co act wits 

aps Ackroyd v Kippax act 


Paar» haheee act and m f j 
Wilts irevJoyoe act wits 
Clarkev Butler act 


U HP wi 

v act wits 
wlbese look act wits 
ae = om act wit 
San enere Famers, & Co act 
Ellington v Clark, Burnett, & Co, ld 


act 
v Iron & Steel Works 
eer ot ome 
vw 
Haydon v Lightfoot 


If 





Brown v Alabaster act wits 

Scovell vy Robinson act wita 

Spalding v Skoulding act & couater 
claim 


Rogers v Barry Docks and Ry Co act 

Stier v Stier m fj 

Andrews v Barnes act wits 

Judge v Tisdall act wits 

Gaulard v Sir Coutts Lindsay & Co, ld 
ect wits 

Godwin v Rathbone act&mrfj wits 

Hatten v Ruseell act 

Munro v Met & Met Disct Ry Co act 
wits 


Johnson v Park act & m fj wits 

Barnard v Hoare axt wits 

Wilke vy Newman act wits 

Ryder v Auders act 

Hobman v Hughes act w'ts 

Sampson v Streatham & Genl Estate 
Cold act wits 

In re L Harbord & Patent Designs & 
Act motn 

Slann v Smith act wits 

In re Furber Rooke v Blandy act 

Bowden v Bowyer act & m fj 

Edison & Swan & Cov Holland act 

Topping v Workington & District 
Liberal Club 1d act wits 

M:lward v Jackson act & m fj 

Bellinger v Dunn & Duncan act wits 

Eteen v Goddard m fj (short) 


| Hawkine v Hawkins m fj (short) 


In re W Moss Lioyd’s, Barnett’s & 
Boeanquet’s Bk v Moss act 
Pemberton v Goodall act 


Befo e Mr, Justice Curtryr. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 


| Hammersley v Hammersier art 
| Atkinson on behalf & v De Jeanson 





Hagelma. on behalf & v Atkinson 
cluim and counter claim with sumns 
In re Honduras Inter-Oceanic Ry 
Co (petn) by order 

Herds v Bragg wi 

Smith v Taverner uct 

Brinton v Howlett Glading v Brinton 
claim & counter claim 

a Bank of London, ld v Munster 


Sanguinetti v Gant act 
Cave v Harris Harrie v Cave act 


act 
Poole v Pickering act 
Coote v Iogram ac: 
In re Ayres, & Wright v Ayres act 


| Wickham v Greenway act 


Wickham v Sandeman act 

uo Corpe & Dando act 

Nichols v Royal Aquarium, &c, Scc, 
ld act 

In re Brown, dec Brown v Brown act 

Wion v Aldred act 

Greenway v Sh act 

In re W. T. Clark, dec Mote v Clark 
aj somns with witnus by order 

Stuart v Wright act 

Andrade v b act 

Haekios v Barrow act 

Raffolovich & Co v Imperial Bank, 1d 


act & mf j 
In rel, Maggs,'deo Maggs vy Knee act 





Callow v Young motn with witus by 
order 


Ingram v Clarke act 

Powell, exor v Davies act 

Prior v Edwards act & mfj Cam- 
bridge, D. R. 

Craven Bank, ld v Preston act 


Non-eitness Causes, Adjourned Sum- 
Cases. 


monses an 

In re Cilfoden Benefit Buildmg Soc 
distriba'ion of assets adjd sumos of 
Official Liquida’or 

Ie re Archer Burton’s Settlement 
Truste Pembertoa v Archer-Burton 
adja sumns to confirm compromise 

In re Tempro’s Estate Lovegrove v 
— adj smns as to applo under 

In re W M Pybus, a solicitor adj sms 
to 


tax bill 
In re Star Cab Co, ld (bill of sale) 
adj erans 
In re Richarison’s Estate Shuldnan 
v R.N Lifeboat [ostitution adj ems 
In re B Winthrop's Estate Winthrop 
v ity: A sumEs 


In re C Williams's Estate Smith v 
Hill adj emus 
In re G Hayne, dec Hayne v 


Rogan mtn for judgt 

Union Bank of London, ld v Kent act 
(Tiivity Sittings) 

nre F Adlard, dec Barker v Ays- 
= act 

In re R Preece, dec Preece v Han- 
cox adj sumns 

In re F Broughton’s Estate Peat v 
Broughton adj sumns 

Ia re E G Cox’s Kstate Smith v Cox 
adj sumns 

In re Pidoock’s Settlement Winterton 
v Pidcock-Henzell adj sumve 

Ia re Liangemaech Coal Co 1d (ex parte 
Official aidator) adj sumos 

"arene Phlee v Lawley off emne 

v emns 

In re L Powell's Trusts Powell v 
Williams adj sumn« 

In re Hughes—Garbett & Falkner's 
Contract & V & P Aot, 1874 adj 


sumns 

Oakley & Son v Dalton act 

Baxendale v Viscountess de Valmer act 

In re Trusts of WillofSAlngs aj 

I rE” f Mornington’s E 

n re 0 orn 3s Esta:e 
Elis v Earl Cowley adj sua 

In re Midland Land & Investment 
Corps, ld (2) adj sum 

In re John McDonald, dec Hickson v 
Bashell adj sum 

Ia re John dec Wetherall v 
Ormerod act 

In re De la Hunt & Pennington's 
Contract & V & P Act, 1874 adj 


suin 

lo re Mawddach Gold Mining Co, ld & 
Co’s Acts adj sam 

In re Bridewell Hospital & Met Bd of 
Works (purchase) adjsum (tax- 
ation) 

Clarke v Thornton’ adj sum 

Warwick v Warwick act 

S« Barbe v Burrard act 

Nesbitt v Manning m fj 

In re W Easton, a Solor (taxation) 
adj sum 

Ia re Murrell Brown’s Estate Claxton 
v Cepniegnos adj sum 

Andrew v Hudleston (construction) 
adj sum 

In re H Prater’s Estate Desinge v 
Beare adj sum 

In re London & County Investment 
Corpn (Dr Warbarton’s claim) adj 


sum 

In re Thos Hoyland’s Trusts Hoy- 
Jand v wr 8 L Act “fom 

Inre T W Wheipton’s Will help- 
ton v Whelpton (constraction) adj 
sum 

Gee v Liddell adj sum 

Ia re Giona Sulpnur Co, ld (Liquida- 
tor’s Remor) adj sum 

In re Newbegin’s Estate Eggleton v 


New adj sum 
In re DE Paes Estate Pellatt v 
Bradley adj sum 





In re Elizth Clark’s Estate Burton v 
Tod Phipps v Tod (construction) 
adj sum 

In re Jas Ley, dec Hugman v Ley 
adj eum : 

In re Jones, dec Daniel v Daniel adj 


sum 

Weaver v Sanitary Engin-ering & 
Ventilator Co act 

Ia re Charles Kearslev, dec Kuaree- 
borough & Clare Banking C» ld v 


Kears! act 
Levy v Abercorris Slate and Slab 
Cold mfj 


Ashenden v Jones act 

Tyler v Bank of Eogland act 

Perrin v Perrin mf | : 

8 Smith & Cov Hawley m fj (short) 

In re T C Clarke's Estste Bantoft v 
Aylward (construction) adj smns 

In re G Wood's Estate Short v Wood 
(gift or loan) adj emns 

In re Lister's Estate Davies v Lister 
(texation) adj emos 

In re and, dec Lidiard v Galland 
(Order 55) adj emus 

Bayliss, on f, &: v The Birchille 

all [ron Cold act 

In re Oriental Bank Ex pte Official 
Liquidator adj smns 

Sutton v Town adj emus 

Ward v Royal Exchange Shipping Co 


adj smns 


Befcre Mr. Justice Nortu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesser ). 
Price v Simmons interpleader issue 
J-nkine v Thomas aot 
Malcolm v Trustees of Rose Cresswell, 
bankrupt act 





In re G.ulard & Gibbs’ Patent peto 

Albo Carbon Light Co, ld v J Kidd & 
Co 1886 A 859 act 

Same v J. Kidd & Co 1886 A 1,729 


act 
Morrice v Lee act 
Cleaver v Bacon act & mf j 
Forster v Cliffen Cliffen v Forster ect 
Goswell v Bishop act 
Frapwell v Dennis act 
Muskett v Poole act 
Woodgate v Walker act 
Brodbeck v Strickland act 
Alexander v Smith act 
Myatt v Evelyn act 
rer v Lausard act : 
Crookes v Rae act& m &j 
Glanville v Heather act 
Siddell v Vickers, Son & Co act 
Waring v act 
In re Uremond DruryvOrsmond act 
Sbufflebothem ¥ Bevington aot 
bufflebotham v B; 
Stanford v Haseall act 
Best v Farber Furber v Best act 
In re Shortridge Salmon v Wallis 
act & m fj 
In re Ellis Jones Jonesv Evans act 
Crampton v Swete & Main act 
Cordingly v Alliance Soc act 
Dovaston v Lioyd act 
Stockton & Middles h Water Bd 
v Tee Bridge Iron Co, act 
In re Lister Gillv Tate act 
Capel & Co v Sims’ Ship Compositions 
Co, ld act 
Woolf v Stafford act 
De Ferry, on behalf, &c v Tarner act 
In re Crossley Fenton v Rimmingtoa 


act 
Salaman v Ingle act 
Wright v Sarubb act 
v Tarbatt act 


Winfield v Crompton act 
Baxter v Lewis act 
Buchan v Artlett act 


Causes for Trial (without witoesses) 
r ourned Sammonses (Clasacs 


In re Kerrison Palmer v Pye adj 
eumns 
Inre J E Williams Jones v Wil- 
liams adj sumns 
In re Bell Strickland v Nat Benevolent 
Institution adj sumns 
Inre Hayward Hayward y Heyward 
adj sumns 
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In re Bethune Wood v Frazer adj 


sumns 
In re Lightfoot Baines v Brooker adj 
I ‘re W Sharp Sharp v Sha t 
n re v ao! 
In re Wo Worsley v Woolley act 
Neave v Pyefinch scot & m fj 
In re Gotobed Winslow v Bawcombe 
adj sumns 
In reT Hulme Halmev Hulme adj 


eumns 
Creed v Dixon & Co act 
Savile v Couper adj sumns 
In re Jas Bowley’s Ketate Bowley v 
wiley adj sumns 
In re Natt Walker v Gamage adj 


sumns 
Blundell v Biundell act 
In re Vickers Vickers v Vickers adj 


eumns 
In re Southerton Wright v Everall 
adj sumns 
es Cooper m forj 
In reJ Baker Johnson v Baker adj 
le se Bettenweith, Bettesworth 

re wo! v 

Richer adj sums 
In re Blest, Norris vy Blest m fj 
In re Haigh, Stephens v Lechmere adj 


sums 

In re Houghton, Mortimer v Caird adj 
sams 

In re Fallen & Sons & T M Acts adj 
sums 

In re Treffcy, Treffry v Treffcy adj 


sums 
Ia re Griffia, Buckel v Smith adj sums 
Inre J Barrats’s Will adj sums 
Rickaby v Rickaby act 
Sohadier v Atkine act wits 
In re Holbech, Markham v Holbech 
adj sums 
Wells v Holton mfj 
In re La Fargue, Heath v Hinder adj 
sume 
In re Neleon, Lane v Holland adj sums 
In re Holt, Riches v Jones adj sume 
Lockyer v Lush act 
Bodger v Lewis act 
In re Nelson, Brett vy Nelson adj sums 
Robinson v Furtwangler m f j 
Charsley v Coaks act 
In re V Robinson v Vicat adj smns 
Segar v act for trial 
Harrop v Harrop m fj (short) 
Wood & Co v Robinson & Sons m fj 


Before Mr. Justice Streuine. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesse;). 
Sanitas Co v Condy (trading, &o) 
Insole v Mayor, &c, of Cardiff act 
Brooks & Cu v Powell, Foley & Cu act 
Hastiogs v Lintott aot 
Newman v Campbell, Reeves & Hooper 


act 

Henderson v Gas Appliances Co, ld act 

Moore v Tylee act 

Maybury v Williams act 

Stevens v Davies act 

Strutt v Samworth act 

London, Edinburgh, &c, Assce Co, ld 
v Horne act 

O’Brien v Mansell act 

Morewood v Smith act 

Brodrick v Blackwood & Co act 

Smith v Grenfell act 

Sbare v Parkes act 

Flick v H act 

Bancroft v Foster act 

Bancroft v Baker act 

Morewood & Co, ld v Dunn act 

In re 8 pages Burns v Pavey act 

In re 8 England Burns v Pavey 
question of law 

Hancook v Moore Moore v Hancock 


act 
Peden v Tolputt act 
In re J Miller vy Leach act & 


m fj 
Cox v Pardon & Sons act & m fj 
Stedman v Williams act 
Boston Deep Sea Fishing Co v Hansell 


act 

Anglo-Awmerican Brosh Co vy Edison & 
Swan & Co act 

Anglo-American Brush Co v Edison & 
Swan & Co act 





oliend act 
In re Rothwell’s Patent, &c Petition 
order) 


d Summonses. 
Adams v Southern Counties’ Deposit 
Bank ld 





In re Coulson Cok v Coulson 
In re Golding’s Traste Crossley v 


Inve Vallance Vallance v Blagdon 
re v 

In re F: Ellis v Fryer 

In reSille Bille ¥ Bille” 

In re Sills Saul v Sille 
Seay ee ee &o 


Robins v Robins 

Ia re Cridland & L C Act 

bio Se | Raieg v, Sate 

nre Shepherd v Thorpe 

fa 2 WUE ee (taxe- 


Comper v Harmer 

In re Benn's Eetatas Benn v Benn 

Prior v Bagster 

In re Whitehouse, Whitehouse vy Ed- 
wards 


= ade tg ay ae see! 

n re De la Rue, Cumming v Marshall 

In re Wilkinson, Waddington v Wa4- 
diagton 


Battye v Cail 

In re to Wileon and V & P Act 
In re Simpson, Bianford v Simpson 
In re Hali, Bos worth v Hall 


Before Mr. Justice KEKtwicu. 
Transferred from Justices NoarTu, 
Carry, and Streine, for trial or 
ome eT Order, dated 22ad 
an . 
Evans v Manchester, Sheffield, &0, Ry 


°o 
Hall v Ewin act 
Hamphrey v Sumner act 
Edison & Swan United Electric Light 
Co v Davidson, Jacksoa, & Dancan 


act 

In re Allen Allen v Capps (not before 
Trinity) 

Garney v Winchester House Co, ld 
act (aot before Trinity) 

= v Cave act (aot before April 


) 

In re Whitehead M. A. Reed White- 
head v Tracy 

Walker v West Riding Union Bkg Co 
act & counter-claim 

Parker v Bingham (aot before Trinity) 

Ge Ween te t of Dean, &o, C 
t Western Forest ov 
Trafalgar Colliery Co, Id act 

Daniel v MoMillan act 

Frauk v Cottrell act 

at ’ oman act 

trinity Sit 

Ware v Freeth act pt hd 

Hobbs v Wayet act (not before 
Trinity Sittings) 

Rait & Gardiner v Dry Docks Corpn 
of London, Id act 

Davies v Hodgson act 

Winter v Baker act &m J 

Cowan v Mid & 3 West, Ry Co 

act 


Lamplough v Powell, Foley, & Co act 
In re Roser, v Featnerstone act 
London & West Bk, ld, v Tarquand & 


ore act 
Alexander v London Founders’ Asson, 
ld act 
Hargreaves v Trastees of G Massey & 
act 


anr 

Hall v Palmer act 

Williams v Neath Canal Navigation 
P: act & counter claim 


{aot before 


Liteb: v Simmons act 

The Wenham ldv &Co act 

London Tavern ld v <n Ay 

The Duke of Northumber v 
Bournan, widow act 


Transferred from Justices Curry, 
Norts, and STiRL1NG, for Trial or 
Hearing only—by Order, dated 24 


Maron, 1887. 
Sadar gy Naylor vy Daws act 
Cavanagh v Riddell act 
McClean v Cloute act 
Taylor v Graham act 

Fox v Denton act 

Croft v Rickmansworth Highway Bd 


act 
Rawlins v Webb act 





Lodge v Poole act 
Ede v Wateon act 
eared A orn act 


Todd act 
In re Rust Ball vy Rast 
v Moore act 


1886—T—52i act 
In re Trueman, Bradley v Turabull— 
1886 —T—522 act 


Ia re Moone, Moone v Moone act 
& Mitchell, 1d v Taylor & Co, 


act 

Smith vy School Bd for Prescott act 
Rowe v School Bd for London act 
I Tale te = Pain act 
nre Taylor Tarpin v 
Els» Workman "so 

v act 
Bailey v Bailey act 








v 
Teanant, W,v Ld Claude Hamilton 
act 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 


B. Hyam & Son, 


London Gagette.—F RIDAY, 
JO. STOCK COMP. 


IN 3 
—Chitty, J., has fixed » May 9 at 11, at his 


LUMITED. 
bers, for the appointment of an official 


28, 

tor 

April 27, directed to be 

ney, Great Winchester st, solor for 
R. N. Cumnine! 


HAM & Laurrep.—' 
Mr Newson Smith, 37, 


place of 
Vitis Do Corps Iron Co, Luwrrep.— 
chambers, for the appointment of a 
BorouGH oF PoRTSMOUTH, 


cham 
TIBLE ENAMEL ,J., has, an order dated Feb 
Denner Ee Bats ene mS be official liquida- 


ted wont Bt North, cRry SP fey Omman- 


order dated March 


J., has fixed May 16 at 12, at his 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
FRatTon, 


Kinaston, , xp Sourmsms Traxwars Oo— 
{yin for utading ve, Seen se ee + 00 


aE DISSOLVED. 


SemmennenGuik Seae 
ORDER OF ODD Pukowe Thistle 


FoR Past D6 OF THE LoxpoN 
West Orchard, , Warwick. 


Ong Bon of SHARON, Ancient Order of Foresters, Royal Hotel, Market place, 


Dewsbury, Yorks. a7 
TT 5 ee: eines High st, Oxford. April 25 
Uniren FRrIEnpDs’ th, hb 


IN 
Apa Eyton, Luarrep.—By an order 
ordered that Adam Eyton, 


Essex. April 25 


Lamieek, bo weaned uo. 


orth, 


rt, Broad st bags, 














_Ast THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
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‘ol oe. my Ba RR 
cerereremene ie mr Le a ek tt 
NTRACT CORPORATION. LIMIvED.—By am order made by mean 5 
dated April 23, it was erdesod that the coronation be wound up. Aird 
ct, lane, selors for petners 


CHANCERY. 
AXS eeaxs Cb. —By an order rave § North, J., dated 


©o, Queen 
er aa it was ordered the company be wound ebb & Co, 


pany | os ea 


LIVERPOOL iii een Yesamart to NVESTMENT Co, LoarrEp.—Potn 
od ae. 30, directed to be heard at St George’s Hall, 


hace on & Co, Liverpool, solors for petners 
SWAY os ISSOLVED. 


¥ — oa ES D 
beg irs ry rene vadheecemes ¥ Society, Collycroft School, Bedworth, 
A 


FRIENDLY SocieTy, Hean Castle Hotel, Saundersfoot, Pembroke. April 97 





= = 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 — CAP. 35. 
Last Dar or C 


Bao: Agndom Gusts TnsDAy, Apri. May 11. Gordon & 
Pe ttigh, Bishops Paw h, Hertford, Maltater. May 30. Clapham & 
Whitacre, Warwick, Leather Seller. June1. Pointon, 
ILLIAM, Maidstone, Gent. May 18. Stephens & Urmston, Maid- 
Joszra, Wolverhampton, Veterinary Surgeon. May 14. 
Maidstone, Builder. May 18, Stevens & Urmston, Maid- 
oie Hawkes & Onsnans, Send | Warwick, Coffin Furniture Manufacturer. 
Sletten. Geet Gardener. May 18. Stephens & 

Semana on STEPHEN, Ingatestone, Essex, Farmer. May 31. Maskell & Arthy, 
Foxow, Wu11aM, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. May 16. Glaisyer & Porter, 
Manchester, Commercial Traveller. May 20. Summer, 

Haw. Exisan, Ollerset, Derby, Coal Proprietor. May 2. Johnson & Johnsons, 
Stockport Derby, Coal Proprietor. May 2. Johnson & Johnsons, 
Baal, ILLIAM SQUTHWALK, Heigham, Norfclk, Painter. May 21. Garerd 
HOLLannD, Jos, Acton, Middlesex, Gent. May 26. Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 
» J - Lambeth walk, Baker. June 24. Houghtons & Byfield, 
Jackson, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Veterinary Surgeon. June 21. Broomhead & Co, 


JouNES, CAROLINE Lavina, Aberystwith. May 25. Makepeace, Birmingham 
Kersey, Evizanetu, Shirley, Southampton, May 24. Robins & Son, 


LaRKING, JOHN, Maidstone, Coal Merchant. May 31. Stephens & Urmston, 
Lona, ALLEN RG Old Kent rd, Licensed Victualler. May 26. Nash & Co, 

Many, Pairietd, Lancaster, May 15. Logan & Co, Liverpool 
pany ee 


a — Cotton Waste Merchant. 

Milsthertone tacks Dealer. June 1. Lewis & ~ avies, 

— Spondon, Derby, Farmer. June 16. Robotham & Co, 
RosEr?s, Banbury, Oxford,Gent. July 14. Munton & Co, Banbury 

Soor?, Suaragan, oan She ct, Holborn.; June1, Lee & Co, St Paul urchyard 

Ropzsrt, Sherborne, Dorset, Plasterer. May 18. Chandler, 

ee La nee Pumces’ Ulverston, Lancaster, Br*cher. May 20. 

South 

an, 3 gs  meset en dn 

Plymouth. May 26. Woollcombe & Pridham, 

f ee Eccles & Dempster Smith, 

Tarige 3 Warboys, Huntingdon, Straw Dealer. Mayi6. Qranfield, St 


THACKWRAY, JANE Exisa, Brighouse, York. Jane1, Barber, Halifax 

Awn, Hadleigh Hamict, Suffolk, Farmer. June 1. Grimwade, 
‘Watton, JoHw THomas, George sb, Minories, Wine Cooper. June 24, French, 
Ww » RICHARD, Longridge, Lancaster, Gent. May 14, Mayhew & Co, 
Wrar, Bournemouth. May 16. Tylee & Mortimer, Romsey 


London Gazette.—F RIDAY, April 22, 
Over Stowey, Somerset, Yeoman. June %. Trevor & Son, 





CARTWRIGHT, 
omens 


ech) Cancubary ter, Islington. May 23. Godwin & Son, Wool 
cums Bat i, York, Innkeeper. May 31, Bradley, Castleford 


Stafford, Victualler. May 23. Wright, 

Rieder a Heath, Stafford, Victualler. May 23. 
Wine Merchant, May i6. Robins & Co, Lincoln's 
Severn, Gloucester. May 90. Scarlett & Oo, Thorn- 
Moon st, Piccadilly, Esq,0.B. Jupei. Farrer & 
Somerset, Gent. May 31. Webster & Smith, Ax- 





Hasnionne, Pasuaascx, Shrewsbary, Betbed Piuhmonger. June 10. OD& 


teint aie ae June %. Holt, Bromsgrove 
ny Rag tee Kensington Palace gins, Kensington, Esq. May 


28. Co, 
KinG, MaBIAN, Meet dom Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Kine, THomas Marruew, Liverpool, Esq. May 31. Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Luysourn, ExizA, Irlam, Lancaster. June 10. Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 
LockERBY, THOMAS, Addiscombe, Surrey. May 31. Murray & Oo, Birebin lane 
MANSFIELD, EpwarD Mratt, Bly. Tobacconist. April 30. Hall, Ely 
Mason, WILtiaM, Sacristos, Durham. May 22. Hargreaves & Joblin, Durham 
Morey, Rosert, Longpreston, York, Esq. April 30. Settle 
4 ster 

er ing & Go’ Brn pl, Ealing, mi peal Proprietor. June 2, 

Ween Lh Tinostate he aco AssHeToN, Leicester. May 31. Roopers & 

F. Biieie Highwood, Derby, Farmer. June 1. Hodding & Beevor, 
PRITGHARD, Om. Poushent, Retired Licensed Victualler. May 21. W & F 
Qasaags. SSonARe, Whitefield, Lancaster, Labourer. June 1. Cooper & Sons, 

anchester 

Roserts, ROBERT, Trawsfynydd, Mesioneth. May 25. Jones, Llanrwst 
Rosenrs, TxomMas Lioyp. May 30. Clark & Co, Ludlow 
SMITHERS, oa. Southwark Park rd, Fish Salesman. May 25. Roy & Cart“ 
SWALLOW, JOBN, Leeds, Printer. June?. Wigin, Leeds 
Tumom, samme, Whitmose Reans, Stafford, Tailor, June1. Gatis, Wolverhamp- 
Taacy, Hon WiitsM HANBURY, Ryde, Esq. May 21. Hanbury & Oo, New 


TURNER, Jo Jom TRORER, Littabourne, Devon, Esq. June 1. Stallard & Turner, 








WARNING 


ti: hotse hav eft eyed vo ae 
Spent from te Seamer Tyee a Co., ib A hcg pat West. 


Sisto Ls ae. Wito also Offices, taper 
FURNISH ON NORMAN & Sracry’s » or 3 years credit ; 
40. wholesale firms. Offices, 79, Queen temiaret ES. "Branches at 121, Pall 

Mall, 8.W., & 9. Liverpeshet,, E.C. Goods delivered’ p wt —[AD 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
VeniteowiviNG OLDE April 29. 
ALEXANDER. LAZARUS, Be, ancy a, Ani er R, Gracechurch st, Fruiterers. 
pea. -i auras. Wealsby, nr Gt Grimsby, Boot Dealer. Gt Grimsby. Pet 

ril 
pe a . Renton, Staffordshire, Grocer. Stoke upom Trent. Pet April 26. 
ree ILLIAM, Worcester, Milliner. Worcester. Pet April 25. Ord April 26 
ARIS Od Apel Moseley, Worcestershire, Artist. Birmingham. Pet 


pana? Tsaac, Ponithee, atchmaker. Truro. Pet April%. Ord April25 . 
Bavm, Joun, Carlton, Leicestershire, Farmer. Leicester. Pet April 25. Ord 


amet Reis, Bishopstoke, Builder, Winchester. Pet April 2, Ord 
April % 

BUSHEL, , ~ pe Adisham, Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. Pet April 23. Ord 
Apr 

CoormE, as Brvton, Drury lane, Ironfounder. High Court. Pet April 27. 
Ord A 


27 
CRANFIELD, SUwARD, Henley upon Thames, Tailor. Reading, Pet April 14, 
d April 26 
Daven Vie Davep te » 1 Festiniog, Merionethshire, Grocer. Bangor. 
t 1 
Senne Epwin, London st, or. High Court. Pet April 25. Ord April 26 
Donn TrROSNS, Tuomas, St eres lane, Solicitor. High Court. Pet April1. 
EskKRIGGE. Ransng Cnorr HARD J Jackson EskriGGe, Seaforth, Builders. 
April 26 a rd A 
ARRET?, ee d Apri a6 Refreshment House Keeper. Gloucester. Pet 
umn Et r , Park lane, Olapham, Builders. High Uourt. Pet March 
25. April a 
meee 2 Ceara, Liversedas, Yorks, Insurance Agent. Dewsbury. Pet 
Hannisox, THOMAS, per, Derbyshire, lronfounder. Derby. Pet April 26, 


HensHAW, JOHN, and THomMas ooaes Cotes. Fenton, Staffordshire, Colliery 


upon Trent. et Aged 2 13. Ord April 25 
CxmAR, ORAREES Revesp, Sedgeley, Staffordshire, Grocer. Dudley. Pet 
pus. Jo Alvescott, Farmer. Oxford. Pet April 7, Ord 


Se R., Bangor, General Dealer. Bangor, Pet April 13. Ord 
Tanase. "GxonoR aor Frome, Gomersetshire, Hatter. Frome. Pet Apyil 
suai Gaon E, i, New “ae Lincolnshire, Fisherman. Great Grimsby. Pet 


pe eon, Grocer. Rochester, Pet April 96. Ord April 26 
Toms, OADWAILANER, Montgomeryshire, Innkeeper. Newtown. 


Jones, WILLIAM EL1Is. Haverfordwest, Printer. Pembroke Dock. Pet 
April 26. Ord April 26 
Carnarvonshire, Plumber, Banger. Pet April 27. 


‘et April 26. ont 
LINEs, Secay LUE gewick, yy hom, Threshing Machine Pro- 
ee 
Luorh, Natsax, Manchester, cochashen. Pet March 9. Ord 
Lovany, Hxxax, St Mary st, Whitechapel, Clothier, High Oourt. Pet April 9. 


Ord A 
Macurs, Auras, Dronfield, Derby, Draper. Chesterfield. Pet April 3. Ord 








Lee, Kent. May 31. Hill & Co, Liverpool 


MANN, SAMUEL THOMAS PEGLER, ‘Morley, Yorks, Butcher. Dewsbury. Pet 
April 26. Ord April 26 





Leecu, WrLt14M Prrrowarp, Latimer rd, Notting bill, Builder. High Court. ° 
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Meare oo, Deodtord, Yorks, Beerhouse Keeper. Bradford. Pet. 
Moneas, Jom Buatom, Troobridge, Salop, Grocer, Madeley, Shgopshire. Pet, 
Nuspeax, James GooDRICK, Sheffield, Watchmaker. Shefiek. ~ Ret April 27. 
NICHOLSON, JOHN youngas,  Beoskton > + eae Stockton on Tees and 
Pazace Thou, Wizizine Gasoornhe, Ohoheabam, Dental Surgeon. Chelten- 
PAYNE, Witsau, beatord, WI Whitesmith. Bedford. Pet April 27. Ord April 27 
Pows1 Cg Sa Ironmonger, Northampton. Pet. April 26. 
Powsii, itmAzD, Sy eam row, Islington, out of business, High Court. 
SuzEN, EDWARD, Waterloo rd, no occupation. High Oourt.. Pet Apsil %, Ord 
mn, Howaxo, Ast Aston, aw 3 Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer. Birmiagham. 
ina Gaonas Wrnttant, Bro dtord, Oi, Manufacturer. Bradford. Pet April 26. 
GRORGE, qwenteth, Suffolk, Fish Dealer. Great Yarmouth. 
Pot April 36 Ord Ap 
a THOMAS, 7. igen, _ EE King’s Lgun. Pet April 
tems aod Rowan PicKEs Uaiow, PCIE L SE RST Pet 
wae. GEORGE, ee Be JOHN is pa ay me ak a Water 
BG apeingemck cn! Qarlisilc. Pet April 2%. Ord 
Ww aiteader, Se | elamnrraner nner Agent. High Court. 
Wuegn, Sets Neweasthe on Tyne, Plumber. Newonstle on Tyne. Pet April 
Wanna, Wants, Gloucester, Carpenter. Gloucester. Pet Apeil 26. Ord 
Woo: RD te Grd een or Steffordshire, Labourer. Stoke upon Trent. 
Way, “Ord April upon aa, Solicitor. Kingston upon Hull. Pet A pril 
Youna, Wear | Faspsnicr, Highworth, Wilts, Butcher. Swindon. Pet 


April 25 
FIRST MEETINGS, 
Bat., Wrettam, Worcester, Milliner. May 13 atti. Off Rec, Worcester 
Batis, NakBsorouGes, Golborne rd, Bi 44 Westbourne pk, out of business. 
May 6 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’ 
Enos, Tunbridge "Wels, Grover. May 9 at 2.30, Spencer & Reeves, 
Camden rd, {uabekige W 
Bu cae, Caen hs ad |. Ee May 9 at 12. 28, Feiar lane, 
Tr 
BEACHER. GzoRGE, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Smack Owger. May 18 at 12. 
Off Bec, 8, Haven st, Great rimsby 
Beet, Henry, Bishopstoke, Builder, May 9 at. 2. Off Reo, 4, East st, 
mpton 
ponnanee A ang Salop, Grocer. May 7 at 11.30. Off Rec, Oolmore row, 
Yossra B Bartz, - st, /_ T « ~wnempead Warehouseman. 


May 13 at 11. Pm 
owe te terrace, Forest hill rd, pentane to 9 Pro- 
May 6 a6 2.20. st, Lineoln’s in 


3 fiEeRY, Adishawe Kent, Farmer. 12 at 11.30, 38, St. George’s 
8 

ANNE, , Lincolnshire, Ironmonger. May it at 12.90. Off Rec, 
3, , Haven. st, 


Gas, See asa Beha ar © Doventry, Farmer. May 9 at 11. Off Rec, 17, 
Onorr. Jo oun Newrow, Wye, Kent, Tailor. May 7 at 11.90. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Day, Joun Benvamrn, and Gsorcre James Hawks, armiouth 
monger May 9 at 12.15. Lovewell Blake, Ke, South 

DaREsEt, SIEGFRIED, Canton, Cardiff, out of Dusiness. 2 a 11. 
Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

Ea Wit11am, Nottingham, Boot Dealer. May 6 at, 3.30. ir epg 

‘avement, "Nottingham ” 

rE L, ae netioh + Rotherham, Pork Butcher. May Wat12. Off Rec, 

\=) 
ime = po JACOB, Bread st, Manufacturer. May 13 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lin- 


HARRISON, THoMas, Belper, Derbyshire, Ironfounder. May 10 at 12. Off Rec, 
St. James’s chbrs, rby 

Hye CHARLES ALFRED, Sedgley, Staffs, Grocer. May 10 at10,30. Of Rec, 
Ingram, CHARLES W.: Penarth, 13 3, 

me ra gk BRE, Shipbroker. May 13 at Off Ree, 3, 
Jessup, Jane, Burham, Kent, Grocer. May 10 af $1.20. Off Reo, High st. 
SOHHRM,, CART ALTER, Liangynog, Montgomery, Innkeeper. May 10 at1. Off 
Jomug. Tomas, a Ppteld. ae Léveryool, Fuiiten, May 10 at 3. Off Rec, 36, 
JONES. Looky Geliygaex, Glamorgan, Grocer. May 11 at12. Off Rec, Merthyr 


MeO tsa, mi ot, atone Kent, Marine Store Dealer. May 13 at 3. 














Hoole’ "enka. 8 Shetlad ma. Mer Seb Am Lew Beet 
1, pos Bradford, Beer use Keeper. May 9 at it. Off Reo, 31, 

B mt, Ba of ab off 
MILLS, BENJAMIN Beomy, Len out of business. May ¢ ab 8.30, Reo, 


inghaster, out of business. May 6 at 2.20. Of Reo, 4, 

NEALE, Walres. — Foleshill, Warwick, Selicitor, 6 at Craven 
Arms Hotel, Coventry Meg sa 

Ea Dou Feat Soh, Foes. Be Huntingdon, Retired Farmer. May 16 at 12. 

sags, HOLAND, ina, jua, Soeinton, Mostinghan. Contractor. May 6 at 12. Off 


&, Nott 
Pau, Witla Eisen, P ie. May 7 at 3. Western Hotel, Pen- 


Powz.1, Tuomas, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Bootmaker. May 10 at 12. Off 
REEs, » Mi me Butcher. May 12 at12. Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
FREDERICK WILLIAM, Fenohureh st, Watchmaker. May 6 at i. 


bidgs, Lincola’s sinn 


7 









‘Sekar Weocthactn, ond 
r May 9 at 61. sr god 
‘Blackamith. May 6 at 1. Of Reo, 3, High 
Gt Grimsby, Joiner. May tt at 230. Off Reo. 

LOW, Broadolyst, Devon, Millers. May 

Fruit Merchavt. May 10 at 


Wane, W c Has, Grocer. May.7 at 10. Off Ree, 
Warxne. J . Lincoln, Bricklayer. May 10 et 1. Of Reo, Figtree 
Ww JouN, Carlisle, Commission Agent. May 9 at12. Off Reo, 9, Fisher 


W al JoHnN CLEMENT, Lowestoft, Sailmaker, May 7 at2. Off Reo, 8, King 
Wririne, Harry Wri, Poplar, Leather Seller. May 6 at 12. 
WO ay ny saieh Liposleing elds, White Hart Hotel, 


Wrtsor, @ucndE, Newcastle on Tyne, Pamber. May 9 at 11. O@ Ree, Pink 


lane, Newoastie 0 728 pathiee. 


Wrson, 1atio. Of 
oe Raggy! day A 2 Om hea, King wt, 


W: WILLIaM, Gloucester, 

ee eee, AMTUDIOATONS May 6 at 12. Station Hotel, 
Lasgeoe. and cy cs seg 

i ; Steke upon Trent. sine 


‘Cegpenaiga Leicester. Pet April %5. Ord 
cum Bette, te oe, Se Neca, Hentntonshir, Isher Bedford. 
Oanrap. wonds Rox, Penge, Surrey, Physician. Croydon. Pet Mar. Ord 
= Saree. Fiatetew, Batek, satis Basie, High Court. Pet 

Saddler. Birmingham. Pet Feb 11, Ord 


vutta Suns, Betetol, Decovtiter. Bristol. Pet Aprili4. Ord April 25 
Hits st, Kingsond, Chesmmanges. High Court. Pet Feb 24. 
er , Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Leicester. Pet April 4. 
poe hee = out of business. Cardiff. Pet April 18. 
Bue Onorr, and RicHaRp Jacksom EskniGG8, Seaforth, Builders. 
sie Se fla Zoueh, Caleecterahire, Cabinet Maker Barton on 
Pet Apel. Ord Ape gt ecient Burton on Trent, Pet April 
mer eter te High Court, 
An, oC ene ALFRED, Sedgley, Staffordshire, Grocer. Dudley. Pet April 
HovspEn, Chatsworth rd, Clapton, Grocer. High Court. Pet April 22. 
ae a aaa High Court. Pet 
INLET, Penarth, Glemoqaanaiiire, Ghigtpelier, Cardiff. Pet 
“Lincolnshire, Fidherman. Gt Grimsby. Pet April 


Suavts, dame, 2 Kent, Grocer. Rochester. Pet April 22. cn as 
dette, Rewsius Puree Welchpool, Montgomeryrhire, Grocer. Newtown. Pet 
a _Buoks, Thrashing Machine Proprietor. 
Loxowons, Buxgiuiny Hawt? CORE, and Smmzox Loyemors, Walsall, 
seas Bane Toner Poin proram Bottoms Morley, Yorks, Butcher. Dewsbury, 
Mure Peep inre, Booty but of busisess: “Oldham. Pet Apri si. Od April % 


Neangemy does Oe Speegtcre West st, Shefield, Watehmaker, Sheflichd. Pet 
A 


Nronausox, Joux YoUNGRE, Stoskton on, T Grocer. Stockton on Tees and 
Apri a Oe Apel er Oldbury. Pet 


PEACRE, JOHN Nout, Gertrude st, Chelsea, Glass Painter. High Court. Pet 
4 Station wa, Forest gate, Coen Chapilee. High Court. 
Wooler, Northumberland, Clerk in Holy Orders. Newoastie 
ril20. Ord 7 

cen Sere Northampton. Pet «april 26, 
Siar Santen soe San ee High Court, 
¥-+ Sh cc, Content, Bete High Court. Pet Feb 22. 
F 8 Vv ” Pet 

Dav REELONT, wansea, Licensed Victualler. Swansea. 


a 


> 
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 —— 
waa, San 'ARD, ot ae Prosszk, Bristol, Builders. Bristol. 
Wrsor, WILLIAM, alee, Staffs, Builder. Dudley. Pet April 21. Ord 
, Oakamoor, Staffordshire, Labourer. Stoke upon Trent. 
7 


Ora Apr 28 
TLLIAM oraaame, Wells next the Sea, Norfolk, Grocer. Norwich. 
Apr 29. Ord Apr 29 
RICHARD. jun, Eesowen, Worcs, Wheelwright. Stour- 
musa Rotee Wesiae tate 
a — tenham, Jeweller. Cheltenham. Pet Apr 19. 
or 
Feta —— on the Wolds, Leicestershire, Farmer. Leicester. 
Buaa, Joms,} Dinton Wik} Miller. Salisbury. Pet Aprié6. Ord Apr 27 
Tuomas, Northampton, Grindery Dealer. Northampton. Pet Apr 29. 
, BREWSTER, & Co, Birmingham, Tea Merchants. Birmingham. Pet 
Apr 14. Ord Apr 29 
Cusaem, Joun, Gt Grimsby, Hairdresser. Gt Grimsby. Pet Apr 27. Ord 
Comvin, Janes, Blyth, Northumberland, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne, Pet Apr 
Davrss, Evan, Merthyr Tydfil, Licensed Victualler. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet April 


2%. Ord April 
 Faancre, Pert Hill, Builder. High Court. Pet April 28. Ord April 28 
H business, Bolton. Pet 


‘ RICHARD, ‘ey wood, Lancashire, out of bus’ 
Panna, Wintian, goo Cheshire, Build Warrington. Pet April 
corn, Cheshire, er. arrin ‘et 28. 
April 28 ° 


Farrer, CHARLES om Roydon, Essex, no occupation. Edmonton. Pet 


Aprili. Ord A 
Guassey, WILLIAM and James BRIZELL, Liverpool, Commission Mer- 
Liverpool. Pet April 28. Ord April 28 


ape Peterborough, Cottager. Peterborough. Pet April 28. 
Hupsow, RoBERtT oor oe nr Ulverston, Farmer. Ulverston and Barrow 
in Furness. Pet April 29. Ord April 29 
wean Wonrane eine Boot Maker. wander. Pet April 29. Ord April 29. 
~o Tom Leominster, Surgeon. Leominster. Pet April 30. Ord 


A 
, ie b, Mowtovs. jRontgemeryehion, Tin Plate Worker. Newtown. 
i Gono. Cardiff. Glass Merchant. Cardiff Pet April19. Ord April 
mang. Seven pqeees Fine, South Audley st, Artist. High Court. Pet 
pril 


Mums . cena os Tuomas Mitts, Cheltenham, Pork Butchers. Cheltenham. 


April 29. ord ril 29 

Proocanig, Ca CaTaRIN. vlemore st, Cavendish eq, Warehouseman. High Ccurt. 

Pounor, Groncs, Wi Ora ap Wilts, Builder. Salisbury. Pet April 2. Ord 

een ~ — 1 Milford Haven, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet April 27. 
EDWARD, Gardift, Hay Merchant. Cardiff. Pet Aprili4. Ord Apr 

Baxors Wa Fleet st, Managing Director. High Court. Pet ions Ord 


Bow rd, Boot Dealer. High Court. Pet March 24. Ord 
epee to: urchtown, nr Southport, Farmer. Liverpool, Pet a's 2 
St-el’s rd, Haverstock hill. High Court. Ord April 23 
Stow, owes Morass, Keighley, Yorks, Shop Manager. Bradford. Pet April 


ioe Py tp Northampton, Accountant. Northampton. Pet April 28. 
Tuomas, Winttan, ae gaseg, nr Amlwch, Anglesey, Farmer. Bangor. Pet 
Torr, Broulerenre, Derbyshire, Blacksmith. Derby. Pet April 30, Ord 


OWNSEND, JAMES, GEORGE TOWNSEND, and Rospert TOWNSEND, . 
Cotton Ruy. Peanie., Otis” Om ine 
‘WALKER, JAMES. Hewenstbe on Tyne, Hairdresser. Wewenstte on Tyne. Pet 


, Ww Essex, Butch Chi 
i Ord ants akering, x, Butcher. elmaford. Pet April 
apes Highgate hill, Dairyman. High Court. Pet March 31. Ord 
Wut Joun Stati 
we ane Ord april pamaem, Birmingham, loner. Birmingham. 


The following amended notice is aubotinated hod for 4 that published in the 
some Eee Saenz. Adisham, Kent, Wicelwright. © Canterbury. Pet April 26. 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ee oe ing ne, Nrvwrich next the Sea, Norfolk, Grocer. May 18 at 
avun | Mary, Fenton, Stafford, Grocer. May 16at4. Off Rec, Newcastle under 


AUSTIN, eg ge jv 18 anit. Off Rec. aiuin fan 
Bacuzs. WILL CHARD, jun alesowen, orcestershire, wright. 
May 10 at 2.15. Fg Stour uate 
Wits, 


Barrow, Cheltenham, Jeweller. May 10 at 3.30. County 
— Watchmaker. May 10 at 12. Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Hawmirton, King’s Bench walk, Tem Barrister at La 
wosGe Garey st. Lincoln ’s inn on, xt: 
ilts. Farmer. May 11 at 3. Off Rec, Salisbu: 
See angeeuane iberland, Grocer. May 14 at 11. of Reo, Pink 


nage Walemn, Festiniog, Merioneth, Grocer, June 2 at 12. 
» Anglesey, Clerk in Holy Orders. May 19 at 
aa Mapieed cashire, out of business, May 18 at 11.30. 


67 = 
fe Tee Manchester sq, out of business. May 12 at 2.30. 


biewg "7 


Saxcen'W ILLIAM, Roth Northam: 
avon, Sax ay i well, ptonshire, Shoe Manufacturer. 


em pton 
» Refreshment Hi é 

= ouse Keeper. May 10at11. Off 
Liversedge, Insurance Agent. May 10 at 10. Off Rec, 


Guaryrras, Joux, Anfield, nr Liverpool, Grocer. May 13 at 3. Off Rec, 36, Vic- 


GrossmITH. WILLIAM, Peterborough, Cottager. May 16 at 12.45. County Court, 

paae Oe yh rte Syd Dock rd, Veterinary Surgeon. May 11 at 

mane, Joux Tuomas, High Wycombe, Buckinghamshire, Builder. May 10 at 

Off Ree, 1, 8t Aldatee, Oxford 4 
wit, - FREDERI o. Lower rd, Rotherhithe, Timber Merchant. May 
il 

wv, JouN. and THomas oo Coizs, Fenton, Staffordshire, Colliery 
Agents May 17 af 12 Off Rec. Newcastle under Lyne 

ee ie a Portugal eo ee 

10 at 11. 
g, WaLLtait Ky Bangor, General Dealer. May 19 att *Gueon’s Head 
HUMPHRY, WIttax, Honiton, Bootmaker. May 13 at 12. Off Rec, 13, Bedford 


HUGHES, 
ieaane, Goce Soromon, Frome, Somerset, Hatter. May 11 at 12.30. Off Rec, 
ristol 





brs, Bristo! 
J FREDERIC, and FaBIaAN James KNEWSTUB, x 3...) South 
"TD. coed, Dressing Oase Makers. May 10 nae Genes’: Flenry’ bidgr, 


Portugal st, Lincoln’s Ai fields 
Jounson, JOHN GEORGE, Brigstock, Northamptonshire, Publican. ce 16 at 2. 
County Court, Northampton 
Jongs, WILLIAM, r, Plamber. May 13 at12. Off Rec, Chester 
CHARD ARNOLD, Portland pl, Clapham rd, Builder. May 11 at 11. 
Bankru bidgs, P: st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lawagrem, "4 ROBERT, 2 Lincolnshire, Grocer. May 10 at 3.30. Off 
pavemen 
im, > Taonias OHN. Grove rd, = d, Credawe. May 12 at 2.30. Bank- 
tcy bldgs, Portugal st. Linco!n’s inn fiel 
wane - soopes. ROBERT en ene , Sanawow, Binets 23, © rd, St 
cras, uilders. May . Bankruptcy bldgs, 
‘Cox, Queen V' oria Gommnietion’ Anent. bene at as Gn. 
kruptcy 7 Lincoln’s inn 


m., — +4, Mr1s, Cheltenham, Pork Butchers. May 12 at 3.30. 
County Court, Cheltenham 
ae. Jour Fs — Ironbridge, Salop, Grocer. May 18 at 1130. County 
Nae JOHN, Hovland, + Yorks, out of businesy. May 11 -t 10. Off 
Norrow, Mazrom , Lianelly, Onrmerthen, Florist. May 12 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, 
Coockearbtam, Cardiff 


AKES, ARTHUR, Surgeon. May i2at1i. Off Rec, Birmingham 
Paracas, W by Smethwick, Stafford, Brassworker. May 23 at 10.30. County 


Pomroy, Gone. Wilton, Wilts, Builder. May 12at3. Off Rec, Sal 
orthampton, Ironmonger. 


o, | SOW Mie GEORGE, N May 16 at 10. Gounty Court, 
REICHFELD, Goodge st, Tottenham ct rd, Tailor. May 11 at 11. 33, 
Carey, st, Pons tan 


RosertTs, CHARLES, Church rd, Wimbledon, Grocer. May 13 at 11. 16 Room, 
30 and 31, 8t Swithin’s lane 
RYAN, Jann Edmund pl. Aldersgate st, Manufacturers’ Agent. May 12 at 11. 


rey st, Lincoln’s ion 
SANDER, WILHEIM, Sparesbrook, Setobecher. May 10 at 230. Bankruptcy bigs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Sa Builder. May 10 at 12. Off Rec, 1 High pave- 
ment, or 
IMISTER, EDwaRp, Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer. May 11 at 11. Off Rec, 


ScaTTERGOOD, LUKE, No 

SMITH, THOMAS, Churchtown, nr Southport, Farmer. May 12 at 3. Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

SPENDLER, HENRY bg mak Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Dealer. May i4at12. Off 
Rec. 8, King st. 


Gracas JouN, and Iskazt ScaRGILL, Hanson st, Barnsley, Grocers. May 11 at 
1. Off Rec, 8, Eastgate, Barn 
Srv, bd Northampton, Accountant. May 16 at 3. County Court, 
Taceeeee, | Wink, Warley, near Oldbury, Maltster. May 23 at 10.45. County 
var — Newcastle on Tyne, Hairdresser. May i4at12. Off Rec, Pink 
ew 
WooDWARD, ARTHUR, ‘Pwytord as Gaehenien rd, out of employment. May 10 at 
11. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’ 


WoopwakbD, HENBY, Oalemeor, Staffordshire, Labourer. Meyi7atti. Off Rec, 
Neweastle under L 
Young, Wiu14M FREDERICK Highworth, Wilts, Butcher. May 10 at 11.30, 
ee Bas Os a aay Wilts 
The foll g Amended Notice is gubetiinted, for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 22. 
Jone, Renae, Llangollen, Denbighshire, tw k-d May 18 at 2.30. Off Rec, 


ADIUDICATIONS. 
ALLINGTON, Waseem, Wate, nr Gt Grimsby, Boot Dealer. Gt Grimsby. Pet 


deel Yorba 
D Wit11aM Staines, Wells next the Sea, Norfolk, Grocer. Norwich. 


29. Ord April 30 
Bacus, WILLIAM maria, Halesowen, Worcester, Wheelwright. Stour- 
bridge. Pet 1n4 Ronit ar ¥ 


Basugrr Puowas, Haverton hil — . Stockton on Tees and 
Bow, Wanita, Oatiord, Het ent, Railway Agent. High Court. Pet April 23. 
— Taowas, erage, Grindery Dealer. Northampton. Pet April 
Ouarecen, Joun, Gt Grimsby, Hairdresser. Gt Grimsby. Pet April 27. Ord 


A 

ove due, Blyth, Northumberland, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
April 30. Ord April 30 

Courage, Sotegs Dante, Svary tans, Reeivanter. High Oourt. Pet April 27. 


Daves, ayes etaes Fram, late Licensed Victualler. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet 
nee rn j Seecenams, Surrey, Farmer. Kingston, Surrey. Pet April 15. 
pril 


career “Bows, London st, E.C., Tailor. High Court. Pet April 25. Ord 
P 


CKWORTH, RicHarD, Heywood, Lancashire, out of business. Bolton. Pet 
april ® Coe At * 
see | Wr11am, Runcorn, Cheshire, Builder. Warrington. Pet April 28. 


A 30 
wassen toler Leteniien, Corn Factor. Leicester. Pet April7. Ord April 28 
Fassep, Tess) ALD, Dartford, Wine Merchant. Rochester. Pet April 4. Ord 
P. 


ioe FREDERICK, Scuthsea, Surgeon. Portsmouth. Pet Apri 18. 
Grizs, CHARLES, Willesborough, Kent, out of business. Canterbury. Pet April 





oan ie 


7. Ord April 27 





2. $$ o- 
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some youn. Laveontagn, Yorks, Insurance Agent. Dewsbury. Pet 
Gurrarus, Jon, Ce Laveupedl; Genie. Liverpool. Pet March 17. 
Gnosmarea, Wrntzax, Peterborough, Cottager. Peterborough. Pet April 28. 


Ord 
_»Harps, Henry zum. Moorgate st, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet Dec 31. 


Ord April 
Hien. ‘Tuomas Gopwr, Reading, out of business. Reading. Pet Feb 28. Ord 


aneniw, Ye and THomas Jouw Corzs, Fenton, Staffordshire, Colliery 

Trent. Pet April 13. Ord April 29 
oniton, , Boctmnalane, Exeter. April29. Ord April 29 
Hunt, Tom r, Surgeon. ‘Leominster. Pet April 30, Ord Apr 30 
Isaacs, bypre b SoLomon, Frome, Somersetehire, Hatter. Frome. Pet April 26. 


0 
Jom, Wats t aa jun, Haverfordwest, Printer. Pemboke Dock. Pet April 
‘ fae PRITCHARD, Latimer rd, Notting hill, Builder. High Court. 

Pet April 26. Ord april 28 
ye Yrs, George st, Croydon. Croydon. Pet March 29, Ord 
Marea Winzzaxt, Canterbury, out of business. Canterbury. Pet Apr 1. Ord 


Mute Tuomas MoCriz, Horsleydown, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. High 
Court. Pet Febi2. Ord Apr 29 
Morris, SaMUEL, Horndean, Hants, Grocer. Portamouth. Pet Mar 24. Ord 


Morse, Hann, King’s rd, Chelsea, Clothier. High Court. Pet Mara. Ord 


Apr 
Norton, \ Lleneliy. Carm. Florist. Oardiff. Pet Mar18. Ort see 
Pace, James a Brighton, Refreshment Contractor. Brighton. Feb 


PomRoy, GEORGE, Wilton, Wilts, Builder, Salisbury. Pet Aue 28. pr ad 29 
Pouncsy, GEORGE, Ripon, Tailor. Northallerton. Pet Apr Apr 29 
REYNOLDS, JOSEPH, SneenenOve, Worcs, Licensed Vict os Worcester, 


Apr2i. Ord Apr 
Ree, ae, Park rd, Barnsley, Tobacconist. Barnsley. Pet April5. Ord 


pril 30 
PoseEeats, Luxe, Nottingham, Builder. Nottingham. Pet April 23. Ord 





Sruses, W1tttam, Northampton, Accountant, Northampton. Pet Apr 2s. Ord 
px Cmlerave, Derbyshire, ‘Bieckentth. Derby. Pet April 20. Ord 


Torr, 

Wanita. J Newcastle on Tyne, Hairdresser. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
Warnan, Taos, Gt Wakering, Essex, Butcher. Chelmsford, Pot April 29. 
Wasmuace Jouma, Darton on Pa Gees Burton on Trent. Pet April 22. 


Ord April 29 
la YE paptiseeciocig enc Leicester. Pet April 14. 


Rayo aes Ga amas, got ge 


Swindon. 
Ort Ao LOATION 
Ribbieetals ay oe & 1 Smaagio dgaine Goods Manufac- 
Court. le ocneey bo 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
May 10.—Messrs Driver & Oo., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estate and Pro- 


advertisement. Tilt 4). 
May Tio Msene, owin For & Botan, at at the Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold 


ni Sa 











May 11. te BSEY, 45 at the Mart, at 1 p.m. 
Leasehold Property (s00 advertisement 8). , 
~Prashoid sod Leaashold Properties apd Ground Langa woe Mare S82» 
sa Metate, Lanse. 
Me oronen Leech tnd Gcodath (pn) cities Canaan F 
CONTENTS. 
UURRENT TOPIOS ...<...<+-ccceesses 437 {AS Srmeeay Jouemas .. 448 
i — IncIDENCE OF ADMINISTRA- Lesa, awe 


mw Costs . see ves-cec ee G8 
Tan Laxp Teawavan Brit ee -atese 28 


Qouae Fai 














SEaniE GEORGE, Bow rd, Boot Dealer. High Court. Pet March 24, eg ah CORRESPONDENCE .....- wooo * 
SMITH. THOMAS, Churcht.wn, nr Southport, Farmer. Liverpool. Apr 28. | Nsw cceccr veces senciseees “fo 
Apr 28 Law eadesbe 
SOR WEITZER’S COCOA'TINA, EDE AND SON, 
@ Anti- speptic hs sage or ee Wo Phan - 
aranteed ‘ocoa. of ti t Quality, 
" with the eet of fat ame.” . ROBE ; MAKERS, 


The Faculty pronounce it “‘the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beve for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 

all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 


times the strength cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED | ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEI 8 COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 


with starch, &c., and IN REALITY cnEAPER than such SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Mixtures. 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a te .spoontal lan Wipes See Paciueses, Town Clack, 500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
toa ee Cup, aes less than a hal ny. eee gy ten soem English made, 
Coooatiwa A La VaNIve is the most delicate, digestible, 
Gocounons s Li Vaxitis isthe mont delicate, Sgestiie, | CORPORATION ROBES, TY AND CLERGY GOWNS | re BEST LETTBR OOPYING BOOK OUT : 


richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at Is. 64., 38., 5s. 64., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
H. Scuwszrrzzz & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C. 


‘NHE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT- 





LAY UNION FIRE and LIFE INsU 
RANCE COMPANY. 


EsTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 
The only Law Insurance Office in the United 
which transacts both Fire and 


WODDERSPOON & CO, 
7, SERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 
LINOCOLN’S INN, W.O. 








GAGE COMPANY, Limited. — Life Insurance 
Capital £2,000,000, fully subscribed. vi ; 
£200,000 paid up. Reserve Fund, £13,000. 216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.O. ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
The Company’s loans are limited to first-class free- The Bupte & band ent t Subscribed amount to Established 1836, . 
bold meee. The Debenture issue is limited to - Lompom: 1, E.C, AmEapunr: 4 
e uncalled capital. Chairman—J aMES Deamon Esq. Middle 
Home Dreecrors. Chain Barrister-at-Law. INCOME & FUNDS (1885) :-— 1 
&, 7, Basmow, Hea. | %. Wouuax T. PowEr, ay I ee ar “Soli a4, Lin sae F erlan-ilds. rae ae = “tate 
Gaanam, Keq. The Directors invite attention ew Form o 
— Laskwonray, | THOS. RusseLt, Eeq. | fee ro eich is free trom all conditions. Ac amulated + ne es 
ARTHUR M. Mrronmon,|Sir EpwAxp y: Srar- | _ Policies of Insurance granted the contin- 
Esq. ForD, K.0:M.G. CUNY of lenns 06 moderns patos = - 
Life Interests and rk Rees oney on Moreqags or 


of Colonial Board. 


Chairman 
The Hon. Gy SRG. Sar KO.M.G., M.L.C., | con 





poss pe HOUSES . APART- 














N Broapestbacs, purchases Reversions. MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. 
Directors are Co aly ae purhaees Reve and and most liberal 
bearing interest at 4 per cent. for three y: and The 
-~_ every sent 
44 per cent. for five years and upwards. Interest - Antal Balance Shost, Chirag for time 
rey ey iE, MITOHISON Managing Director FRANK MGGHDY, Acne and Sectay_| Ps ariprmeeeyen Prose veetimonials 
Tt Aenhall. huilAt Tuedintiel ah London Eo f EV ERBIUNAKY aod LIFE ‘i. 250, 
¥ _—"~* RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY rosd, and i oene™ 2: Eee we Retab- 
Securities and PURCHAS lished 1862. 


‘\HE MORTGaG# tae SANUS OUR- 


RATION, or Annuities thereon 
AMOUNT OF CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED, £710,000 Laneneaaiien, Sinden 
Offices of the en 1836, 
House, Old Broad-street, E.C. capi 





BOUVERIE, 
Sir SypNEY H. WaTERLOW, Bart., Deputy-Chairman. 
issued b this 


iponeien a oo pe at Freehold and Lesschoid 


Ss 
Property, holders of Mortgage Debentu B IREKEBK rs 


Debenture Stock, against loss of princi d in- Southampton-bv -lane. 
These Policies will be of especial nee me er POSITS. rey i. a 
0 waatage te REOSITS, reperebie on demens.. 
Trustees who mer be held i for ;EWO on CURRENT 
consequent upon vestments. a. on the monthly 
Mo rs ins with the Oorporation will eg A not drawn below £ 


alse be enabled to onteln Advances 26 the lowest gaa ooaee 
possible rate of interest. 


Ly a tae mae also grants Policies to Lease- 


holders in: the return of the Amount invested 
at the of their leases or at any fixed 

For end conditions of Insurance apply 
to the 





* JAS, 0, PRINSED, Beoretary, 


ang aah 


F. 8. OLA 
0. H. CLAYTON, 


iene oupons; and the purchase 


a 


ED, or Loans 
UITABLE RB. ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 





Interest on Loans may be 


Ms JOHNSON & DYMOND beg beg 


zee, Joint 





1851, 
K BAN EK.— 


3] mire 
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REDNESS, ROUGHNESS, AND CHAPPING PREVENTED. FAIR, WHITE 
HANDS AND HEALTHFUL SKIN AND COMPLEXION SECURED. 


Pears Soap 


world-renowned Toilet Soap has obtained 15 International Awards as a Complerion Soap. It 
eine suitable for Ladies, Children, v3 oe slicate and sensitive skins generally. 
ITs REGULAR USE OAN FAIL TO BENEFIT THE: WORST COMPLEXION 


Recommended by Mrs. ‘LANGTRY and Madame ADELINA PATTI. 


— 











“PERFECTION” SOAP, 


CROSFIELD’S 





J 








PARTRIDGE & COOPEH, 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE LONDON B&.C, 


MILNER’S SAFES, 


MILNER’S Strong, Holdfast, & Fire Resist- | 








‘ing Safes & Banker’s Strong Rooms. 
MILNER’S DEED BOXES £%| Qsty Copying and Engrossing. 
For Lawyers » from 48 
| Deeds and Writings and copied on the Premises 
MILNER’S SAFES | with panctaality and dispatch, et the lowest sonle of 
For ith Jebus ey ous i as nahn, hits Discount aligve’ en agreed accounts 
MILNER’S 8 | 
Se itheslis decements in 8 16 | LAW PRINTING. 
MILNER’S “rm | sraTEME OF CLAIM AND DE 
MILN ake DEEDS” Band other PLEADING, Pritt a. a 
ER'S S > 
ee ove tn 16 10 2 ‘ in form for Registration. 
MILNER’S SAFES “ , 
oe Doptetcare, mpedany pon cgi: @ | LITHOGRAPHY. 
SAFES | ABSTRACTS, | BRIEFS. PRTTTIONS, DRAFTS 
‘es For Bankers... eee sot ide 52 5 ad UTES OF EVIDENCE, Li 
— Diamonds .. .. ,» 68 4| PLANS OF ESTATES, SPEROLFIOATIONS, BUILD- 
MILNER'S SAFE DEPOSITS... "5000 0 | NG SOOIETIRS’ DED, LUASES; Ac, Litiagraphed 





ILLUSTRATED DRAWINGS AND ESTIMATES FREE | PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS 








BY POST. Samples and Catalogues sent post-free, 
MILNER’s, 28, Finsbury-pavement, E.C. ’ 
rams, Finibary-perement, ‘DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 
MILNER’S, 8, Lord-street, Liverpool. | The beat Remedy for 
MILNER’S. Phoenix Sate Works, Liverpool. 





| MnOEES: of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE 

j GOUT and INDIGESTION, 

» | And safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladier 
| Ohildren, and Infants. 


HODGKINSON & CO.’S 
HAND-MADE BRIEF, FOCLSCAP 
_ g@nd other PAPERS. 


THE Essa SUITABLE FOR SOLICITORS, | 


ebtatned throng sil Betioners DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 


ar AUTEHORICY. 


The Oompanies Acts, 1862 to 19838. 
ata lan nsmudliamey > Argan a samagaciiis 








_,Tee BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immedie 
“MEMORANDA | and ARTICLES OF TION 
in the form for an 

.SUARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES 

engrav ani rin designe 
opm te Mo Change for 


Solicitors’ Accoua Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & 00. 


(Late ASH & FLINT"), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
40, FLEET-STREET, —ae B.C. (curner 
of Serjeants’-i -inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


tO H.B.H. THE PRINCE OF WALES. 
PREAND AND 00.8 Al SAUOE. 


ours, PRESERVED PROVISIONS. 
POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME 

PIBS, also 
psSBaCk OF BBRF, BREF TEa 
; YBTLE SOUP, and JELLY, and other 


wy PROLALITIBG for INVALILS. 
CAUTION :~-BEWARE OF IMITATIONS 
raPa oh : 
__, LIPTLE SPANHOPS SPRERT, MAYFAIR. 
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Special Department for Mt Mtationsry and Bookbinding. 
ALEXANDER “&. SHEPHEARD 





Printers, Lith Stationers, &c., 
LONSDAL ” CHANUERY Law ¥, 
GOLD "p ZEN, 
WITH DIAMOND POINT, 

itedlf to any 
Price G4. neh post-free, 7d. 
With White» ora ow are -» Is 
iriaian thesetehe 
Foros een = pa 20m - Mae, 62 





ALEXANDER & SuEPUEARS, 
27, CHANCERY LANE. LOFDON. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIbIPION, 
BAKER-8 











‘ under 
from 8 a.m, till 10 p.m. 








